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CURRENT TOPICS. 


Mr. Francis JoszepH WessTEs, solicitor, has been appointed 
a Chancery Taxing-Master of the Supreme Court in succession 
to Mr. A. Rawirnson, who has resigned the office after many 
years’ service. Mr. WessTer was admitted in 1883, and has 
been a member of the firm of Lawrance & Wesstee, of 14, 
Old Jewry-chambers, London. 





Tis WEEK has produced one advertisement in the Times of 
an application for registration with an absolute title of freehold 
land in the County of London, making six advertised applica- 
tions with re to London land during the last eight weeks, 
and none with regard to land outside the compulsory district. 





We print elsewhere notices which have been issued, by the 
direction of the Lord Chancellor, to the District istrars of the 
High Oourt drawing their attention to the draft Rules of the 
Supreme Court (ante, p. 97) enabling actions to be assigned to 
Bucxury and Joyce, iy, and Chancery actions and matters in 
the District Registries ‘of Liverpool and Manchester to be 
dealt with in court or in chambers by Oozens-Hanpy, J., or 


Farwett, J. 





Ir 1s UNDERSTOOD that on Saturday last twenty-five solicitors, 
who, as being undischarged bankrupts, had been directed by 
the Incorporated Law Society to a a to the Master of the 
Rolls with reference to the renewal oe their certificates, appeared 
before that learned judge, who made the following order : 


“ Order that in each of the cases iii which applications have this 
day been made to the Master of the Rolls the trar is to issue 
certificates for the coming a (1900-1), the applications to be 
renewed before the expiration of such certificates on the 15th of 


November, 1901.” 





It is understood that posseetings will be taken to obtain a 
reconsideration of the doctrine laid down in Re An Application 
under the Solicitors det, 1843 (47 W. R. 575). 

8 
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Ons oF the most incomprehensibly stupid hoaxes we remember 
was perpetrated on a leading daily journal on Wednesday last. 
There appeared, to the bewilderment of its legal readers, in the 

ition usually assigned to official notices, a statement that 
“The Lord Chancellor has notified the General Council of the 
Bar of the appointment, by her Majesty, of the following 
gentlemen to be Queen’s Counsel,” followed by a list of mem- 
bers of the Common Law Bar. Why the Lord Chancellor 
should notify the appointments to the Bar Council, or 
why that body should publish them before the appear- 
ance of the usual official notice, were questions which 
agitated the bar during Wednesday morning. On Thursday, 
however, the journal in question, by request of the Lord 
Chancellor, contradicted the announcement as to the appoint- 
ment of new Queen’s Counsel, and stated that ‘‘he has as yet 
made no recommendations to her Majesty on the subject.” It 
was added that the paragraph referred to purported to come 
from the secretary of the Bar Council, but proved to have been 
a forgery. What was the object of the hoax apparently 
remains a mystery; but it was a cruel one for the members of 
the bar referred to in the paragraph. 





Tue Treasury conditions with respect to colonial loans (see 
ante, p. 111) appear to have been prescribed on the 6th instant, 
but were not published in the Gazette until the 14th instant, 
We print them elsewhere. They are to the effect (1) that a 
borrowing colony is to legislate for the payment out of the 
colonial revenues of any sums payable to stockholders under 
any judgment of a court of the United Kingdom; (2) that 
such colony shall satisfy the Treasury that adequate funds will 
be made available in the United Kingdom to meet any such 
judgment; and (3) that the Colonial Government shall record 
an opinion that any colonial legislation appearing to the 
Imperial Government to alter any provisions affecting the stock 
to the injury of the stockholder would properly be disallowed. 
Considerable time will probably elapse before any list of the 
colonies complying with these conditions can be published. 
Even when a list is obtainable, it will have to be borne in mind 
that the Colonial Stock Act, 1900, keeps on foot with reference 
to the investing power of trustees the restrictions imposed by 
section 2 (2) of the Trustee Act, 1893, by which a trustee may 
not purchase at a price exceeding its redemption value any 
stock “‘ which is liable to be redeemed within fifteen years of 
the date of purchase at par or some other fixed rate, or any 
redeemable stock at a price exceeding 15 per centum above par 
or other fixed rate” of redemption—for we take the general 
words of the Act of 1900 to apply to both the two classes of 
stock mentioned in section 2 (2) of the Trustee Act, 1893, the 
incorporating words of section 2 of the Act of 1900 being that 
“ the restrictions mentioned in section 2 (2) of the Trustee Act, 
1893, with respect to the stocks therein referred to shall apply 
to colonial stock.” 





Tue cases of Lysons v. Knowles & Sons (Limited) and Stuart 
v. Wizon are the most important decisions which have yet 
been given by the House of Lords under the Workmen’s 
Com msation Act, 1897. In each case the accident upon 
which the claim was founded occurred to a workman who had 
been in the employment of the employers for a period less than 
two weeks—in the one case for two, in the other case for four, 
days only. The leading section of the Act gives a workman a 
right to compensation if in an employment to which the Act 


applies personal injury by accident, arising out of and in the 
course of his employment, is caused to the workman; and the 
com tion is to be paid ‘‘in accordance with the first 
schedule to this Act.” Turning to the first schedule, s. 1 


(5), it is found that “the amount of compensation under this 
Act shall be when total or partial incapacity for work results 
from the injury, a weekly payment during the incapacity after 
the second week not exceeding 50 per cent. of his average 
weekly earnings during the previous twelve months if he has 
been so ong employed, but if not, then for any less period 
during w he has been in the employment of the same 
employer.” The Court of Appeal held ir both cases that the 
Act provided no means for assessing the compensation in a case 





where the workman had not been employed for at least two 
weeks, it being impossible in such a case to arrive at his 
“average weekly earnings,” and that therefore the workman 
was not within the Act. The effect of this decision was that 
the schedule, which was obviously intended merely to provide 
a means of assessing the compensation, cut down the primary 
right to compensation which was given by the Act itself and 
excluded a large number of workmen from the benefits of the 
Act. The House of Lords have unanimously reversed these 
decisions upon the ground that to give its strict meaning to the 
word ‘‘average”’ would defeat the intention of the Act. The 
broader spirit in which the supreme tribunal have dealt with 
cases arising under this Act will commend itself to the public 
and to most lawyers, if not to the Master of the Rolls and his 
colleagues. But lawyers will also most cordially agree with 
the strictures passed by the Lord Chancellor and Lord Davey 
upon the drafting of the Act, and will sympathize with the 
tribunals who are charged with the duty of interpreting what 
Lord Davey describes as mere ‘ notes for legislation.” 





WE woutp call the attention of all our readers to an interest- 
ing article in the current number of the National Review 
on ‘‘ Her Majesty’s Judges,” which will well repay a thoughtful 
perusal. The anonymous writer —who conceals his identity 
under the letter E—discusses both the characteristics of the 
bench and the method of its constitution. Taking the main 
characteristics desirable in a judge to be impartiality and 
learning, he goes on to shew how the supply of the latter 
quality, in particular, on the bench is starved by the ludicrous 
process of selection for promotion, as practised behind the 
scenes. Nominally, of course, the Lord Chancellor selects, 
and his so-called responsibility protects the system. But, 
according to the writer, the facts do not correspond to the 
hypothesis; and the Chancellor seldom has a free hand except 
when the pushful party whips differ amongst themselves. 
The description of the intrigues which go on ‘‘off the stage” 
is exceedingly humorous, and, if accurate, certainly tends to 
shew that the politicians have ‘“‘nobbled” the bench in 
England as completely as the Caucus controls the Presiden- 
tial Election in the United States of America. The author 
propounds a remedy—viz., that a Oommittee of Selection 
should be formed to make all appointments of a judicial 
character, whether of the superior judges, or county court 
judges, or recorders, or stipendiary magistrates. The com- 
mittee proposed would consist of the Lord Chancellor, the 
Chief Justice, the President of the Probate Division, one 
Chancery Judge, one Queen’s Bench Judge, and six barristers 
are to be appointed by each of the Inns of Court and two by 
the Bar Council. The evil referred to by the writer may be in 
existence to some extent, if not to the extent portrayed; but 
we doubt the remedy. Responsibility would be altogether 
frittered away, and the committee would probably become @ 
log-rolling oligarchy, with the ruling motto taken from ArTEMUS 
Warp, “You scratch my back; I'll scratch yours.” We all 
know that such a committee of patronage at the War Office 
has governed the selection of commanding officers since 
the change of the Commandership-in-Chief of the Army— 
and we see some of the results. At the universities observa- 
tion would, we think, tend to support the view that the 
regius professorships are on the whole better filled than those 
in the hands of a syndicate of residents. A better solution 
would be to place the real responsibility upon the Lord Chan- 
cellor, make him independent of party politics by making him 
irremovable for life or a period of say ten years, and to euable 
and require him to treat as contempt of court any communica- 
tion from party whips or politicians as to the exercise of his 
patronage. But perhaps publicity is the best remedy, and 
“E” is to be thanked for his contributio® to this in his 
humorous and suggestive article. 





A quzstion of procedure came up this week at the Birmingham 
Assizes which often has to be dealt with. Two persons were 
a indicted and were separately defended. Witnesses were 
called on behalf of one, but not on behalf of the other. Under 
these circumstances was the counsel for the Orown entitled to the 
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last word and to a general reply on the whole case, or had the 
counsel for the prisoner who called no witnesses the right to the 
last word ? In this case Lawrance, J., held that the counsel for the 
prosecution had the right to a general reply on the whole case. It 
is somewhat difficult to formulate any rule on this subject, and 
several judges have declined to lay down any rule as inflexible. 
Each case must, to some extent, be judged by its special circum- 
stances, and the most important matter for consideration is 
whether the evidence called for one of several prisoners jointly 
indicted is applicable merely to his own case, or whether it 
affects the case against other prisoners as well. In feg. v. 
Trevelli and Others (15 Cox 289) there were eleven prisoners 
jointly indicted, and evidence was called on behalf of 
two only. Hawkins, J. ruled that where in such a 
case the evidence given affected only the two, and not 
the case as a whole, counsel for the prosecution were 
not entitled to a general reply, but could only reply as to the 
case against the two; but that, where the evidence was 
applicable to the whole case, there was a general right of reply. 
Thus, if two men were jointly indicted, aud one called witnesses 
to prove an alibi merely, and with no reference whatever to 
the other prisoner, counsel for the prosecution would have 
no general right of reply, but only a right to reply to the 
case of the man who set up the alibi. In Reg. v. Burns (16 
Cox 195) Day, J., after consultation with Wits, J., said there 
was no inflexible rule in such cases, and ruled that counsel for the 
Crown must in that particular case reply only to the counsel for 
the prisoner who had called evidence, and that the counsel for 
the other prisoner should have the last word. It seems, there- 
fore, that the matter is, to a great extent, in the discretion of 
the judge who tries the matter, but that he will follow some 
such rule as was indicated by Hawkins, J., in Reg. v. 
Trevelli. Hence, if two persons are jointly indicted and 
witnesses are called in defence of one only, the prosecuting 
counsel will reply only where, in the opinion of the judge, the 
evidence given has a bearing upon the whole case. If, on the 
other hand, the evidence applies only to the case of the one 
prisoner on whose behalf it is given, that prisoner’s counsel 
addresses the jury first, then the prosecuting counsel addresses 
the jury, and the counsel for the prisoner who called no 
evidence has the last word. 





AN IMPORTANT question as to the remuneration of solicitors 
for dealings with registered land is raised by the letter from 
Messrs. Hows & Raxz which we print elsewhere. The 
General Order under the Solicitors’ Remuneration Act, 1881, 
expressly excludes from the operation of Schedule I. land which 
has been registered under the Land Transfer Act, 1875, and the 
remuneration of solicitors for dealings with such land is now 
regulated by rule 271 of the Land Transfer Rules, 1898, and 
by the second schedule to the rules. There is, however, an 
omission in the provisions of rule 271, which causes the difficulty 
referred to in our correspondents’ letter. The case, shortly, is as 
follows: A., who has unregistered leasehold land subject to a 
building society’s mortgage, sells the land to B. B.’s solicitor 
negotiates a mortgage for the purpose of completing the 
purchase, and he acts both for B. and for the mortgagee, 
©. The purchase being of land which is not on the 
register, the purchaser’s solicitor is entitled to the scale fee 
for investigating title, &c.,or 1} per cent. on the purchase- 
money (which is under £1,000), and under rule 271 
he has 10s. 6d. on each £100 for registering the title, limited 
by paragraph (¢) to a maximum charge of £2 2s. If the mort- 
gage to O. affected unregistered land, then the solicitor would 
have a negotiating fee of 1 per cent. on the mortgage, and 
would charge half the fee for investigating title, &c.—1¢., } per 
cent. on the mortgage money. But & the time the mortgage 
is taken the land is registored land, and it is necessary to refer 
for the charges to rule 271, Paragraph (f) of the rule 
expressly saves the negotiating fee, and that is still 1 per cent. 
on the mortgage money. There remains the fee for effecting 
the mortgage. Under the schedule to the Land Transfer 
Rules this is stated to be 10s. 6d. per cent, but by 
rule 271 (c) the schedule only applies ‘where no title 
outside the register is investigated.” Where only a 


possessory title is registered, an investigation outside the register 
of course always take place. In such cases no remuneration 
is provided for by rule 271, and paragraph (4) directs that the 
remuneration of the solicitor shall be regulated by the Remune- 
ration Order, except Part I. of Schedule I. In other words, 
the mortgagee’s solicitor is not to have the scale fee, and it was 
perhaps intended that under clause 2 (c) of the Order he 
should be paid according to the former system as altered by 
Schedule Il. Upon the wording of that provision, however, 
it seems very doubtful whether it applics, and whether 
Schedule II. can be made use of. But, whether with or 
without the changes made by Schedule II., the solicitor acting 
in a mortgage of registered land who investigates the title 
outside the register must make out an item bill, and he has 
neither the scale fee nor the fee under the Land Transfer Rules. 
How can he do this, however — and this is the question 
raised by our correspondents—when the items for which he has 
to charge are practically identical with the work he has done in 
investigating the title on behalf of the purchaser, and for which 
he has been allowed the scale fee? The mere fact that he has 
investigated the title for the purchaser does not exclude 
investigation for the mortgagee so as to bring in rule 271 (c) 
aud make the Land Transfer scale apply; and the item system 
cannot be satisfactorily used. Probably, however, in his item 
bill the solicitor will be confined, so far as investigation of title 
is concerned, to work (if any) which is ia fact distinct from the 
work done for the purchaser, but the ordinary item charges 
will be made for preparing and completing the mortgage, and 
these will cover the special clauses introduced. With respect to 
the point our correspondents raise as to their charges for 
paying off the building society’s mortgage, this is not work 
which ordinarily falls on the purchaser’s solicitor, and seems, 
therefore, not to be covered by the scale: see le Purcell (27 
L.R. Ir. 375), Fleming v. Hardcastle (33 W. R. 776). 





Ar a Tria for murder before Bruce, J., at the Guildford 
Assizes a few days ago, the prosecution desired to put in 
evidence the deposition, regularly taken before the committing 
magistrate, of a woman who had been confiued two days before. 
The medical man who attended the woman said it was an 
ordinary confinement without any sort of complication, but that it 
would be dangerous to the woman’s health to attend the trial 
and give evidence. Now, the deposition, if admissible, was 
only admissible under section 17 of 11 & 12 Viet. e. 42 
on the ground that the witness was ‘so ill as not to be 
able to travel.”” Counsel for the prisoner therefore resisted the 
putting in of the deposition, arguing that a confinement is not 
an illness at all, but a natural condition. This contention, 
although plausible, will probably sound rather ridiculous to 
most persons. It is, however, supported by several authorities. 
Thus in Reg. v. Wilton (1 F. & F. 309) Wiixzs, J., held that the 
fact of a woman having been delivered nine days previously did 
not constitute an illness within the statute, but that as the 
child had been still-born, and so a morbid condition of body 
had been caused, the deposition might be read. Again, 
in Reg. v. Walker (t F. & F. 534) the same learned judge, 
after consultation with Crowpsr, J., rejected a deposition 
under similar circumstances where the confinement had been 
perfectly normal, on the ground that illness from confinement is 
an ordinary state and not such an illness as contemplated by the 
statute. With all respect to these judges, however, surely the 
common sense view to take is that the statute was intended to 
apply to every case in which the absence of the witness is due to 
inability to travel ascribable to his or her physical condition. 
Pregnancy alone does not cause this inability, but it may do so if 
it is very far advanced. The fact that a woman has been 
recently confined does not cause inability, but it does 
so if the confinement was very recent; and it must 
depend on the facts of the case whether the woman can 
attend or not. The cases mentioned, however, appear to be no 
longer of any value, for the subject seems now to be governed by 
Reg. v. Wellings (3 Q. B. D, 426), which was decided by the 
Court for Crown Cases Reserved. Lord Corermes, wi e 
concurrence of the whole court, said: “ may be a 
source of such illness as to render the witness unable to travel, 
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and be an illness within the statute. Itis in each case a matter 
for the presiding judge to determine. The presiding judge has 
in this case decided that the evidence was sufficient to satisfy 
him that the defendant was so ill as not to be able to travel, and 
we see nothing to lead us to the conclusion that he was wrong.” 
The old absurd opinion seems, therefore, to be no longer 
tenable, but still it crops up periodically, as in the recent case. 








THE REFUSAL OF CERTIFICATES TO UNDIS- 
CHARGED BANKRUPT SOLICITORS. 

Tue recent action of the Incorporated Law Society in refusing, 
as of course and without inquiry as to the merits of individual 
cases, to grant practising certificates to solicitors who are undis- 
charged bankrupts, and in leaving them to their right of appeal 
to the Master of the Rolls or the court, is a step of great 
importance, taken in pursuance of the policy sketched out by 
the president in his address at the society’s recent annual 
meeting. As is well known, until recently the society did not 
consider they had power to refuse certificates in these cases, and 
their present action is taken in reliance upon a recent decision 
of the Divisional Court. It is scarcely surprising that the 
individuals affected by this drastic action should have questioned 
the society’s right to exercise such a power, and that it 
should be in contemplation to take steps to question the 
decision on the strength of which they did so. Indeed, the 
Master of the Rolls, in dealing with a number of applica- 
tions which raised the point, has suspended the operation 
of the society’s action for the very purpose of enabling 
an authoritative decision to be obtained. It would not be 
proper in a case of this kind, involving such serious conse- 
quences to individuals, to discuss on its merits the question now 
sub judice—viz., whether the society has or has not the power 
which they claim the right to exercise. But upon the 
question of principle—namely, whether it is desirable that 
solicitors whilst still undischarged bankrupts should be allowed 
to practise under the «gis of a respectability conferred 
upon them by the society’s certificate, there is no reason 
for a similar reticence. For this is not a question 
in which the solicitors’ profession is alone interested, but it 
touches very nearly the welfare of the community. To say this 
is sufficient alone to demonstrate its vital interest to the 
profession. For the confidence of the community is the 
mainstay of the profession, and anything which tends to 
impair that confidence is seriously detrimental to its interests. 

In considering this question, it will not be amiss to glance 
at the general policy of the bankruptcy laws with regard 
to an undischarged bankrupt continuing to carry on trade 
or pursue his profession. Without passing in review the 
cases and statutes in detail, it may be broadly stated that the 
policy of the law is to put the bankrupt as soon as possible 
into as good a position as possible for earning his living, 
consistently with the protection of the community at large. 
It is obviously in the interest of the State that the bankrupt 
should be able to earn sufficient to support himself and 
those dependent upon him. (For if he cannot, the burden 
of such support would fall upon the State. It is equally 
in the interest of a bankrupt’s creditors that every facility 
should be given him to earn all he can, since, so long as 


offence. But a professional man is not dependent nearly to the: 
same extent upon credit, and need practically never disclose the 
fact of his being an undischarged bankrupt. Except in 
the case above stated, there is no duty upon a_bank- 
|rupt to disclose the fact of his being undischarged, and 
he is not thereby disqualified from following any profession 
or calling, unless by some statutory provision. 

It is clear, then, that, if an exception is to be made in the case 
of solicitors from the general rule that professional men who 
are undischarged bankrupts may continue to pursue their 
vocation, such exception must be based on considerations 
peculiar to the profession of solicitor. Unless there are 
sound reasons for doing so, it would be an injustice to 
deprive him of a right enjoyed by every other class of the com- 
munity. Now, the position of a solicitor is in many respects an 
exceptional one. To begin with, he is a member of a body 
possessing statutory privileges conferring upon it a monopoly 
of one of the great professions. In return for those privileges 
he owes certain corresponding duties to the community, 
which is also entitled to be safeguarded agaiust the abuse 
of his privileged position. Then, in his capacity as solicitor 
he must enter into the most confidential relations with his clients, 
and be entrusted with much valuable property and information 
in many shapes and forms. Moreover, the client is more or less 
at his mercy in the difficult technicalities of the law, and must 
place implicit confidence in him. This exceptional position has 
been recognized in many ways. The solicitor is not free to carry 
on his business like other professional men. He is an officer of 
the court, and the court exercises a general supervision over his 
conduct. Further, there is not complete freedom of contract 
between him and his client ; the charges for his services are in 
general regulated by statute and subject to taxation. It must 
be conceded, then, that the considerations which must determine 
whether an undischarged bankrupt solicitor should be allowed 
to practise or not differ widely from those which are applicable 
to the ordinary run of cases. 

But, conceding that such exceptional treatment is desirable 
both in the interest of the public and of the profession, it still 
remains a grave question by whom, and under what conditions 
and restrictions, this exceptional power should be exercised. 
One point is, it is submitted, abundantly clear. This power 
should be expressly conferred on the authority which is to exercise 
it by statute, and not be exercised by some indirect means. 
Whether the Incorporated Law Society have or have not the 
power to refuse a certificate to an undischarg-d bankrupt 
solicitor should not depend upon the decision of any 
court of law on the interpreiation of a doubtful provision 
of a statute. If necessary, immediate recourse should be had 
to the Legislature to amend the defect.. It is further desirable 
that any enactment dealing with this question should not 
only clearly confer the power upon the authority who 
is to exercise it, but that it should carefully define the 
nature of the power and the conditions and limitations under 
which it should be exercised. Under the course at present 
pursued by the society, the only remedy of the solicitor is to 
appeal to the Master of the Rolls, which may result in a pub- 
licity ruinous to @ reputation nearly rehabilitated. For many 
undischarged solicitors are employed in good firms, and success- 
fully and deservedly regain the positions they have lost, some- 
times through no serious fault of their own. It would not be 








he is undischarged, everything he makes in his trade or 
earns in his profession over and above what is reasonably | 
necessary for his own and his family’s support, having regard | 
to their position in life, will enure for the benefit of his 
creditors. But this general policy of the law is controlled by 
two other principles—one being that the community must be 
protected against speculative and fraudulent traders, and | 
reckless and extravagant persons generally, the other that 
the ———— must be punished. The suspension of the, 
baukrupt’s discharge is regulated by these two considerations, 
Bubject to the disabilities incident to being undischarged, a 
trader or professional man may pursue his trade or his calling 
without let or hindrance. But a trader is greatly hampered 
by the fact thet an undischarged bankrupt cannot obtain credit | 
to the extent of £20 without disclosing the fact of his being an 
undischarged baukrupt. If he does, he is guilty of a criminal | 





very difficult to devise a course of procedure by which the 
Incorporated Law Society might be able to discriminate between 


| cases in which a certificate might be granted with safety to the 


community and cases in which it would be desirable to refuse 
it, without compelling solicitors in all cases to have recourse to 
the court. 

Finally, subject to a right of appeal to the court, the Incor- 
porated Law Society certainly seems the proper body to exercise 
this power of exclusion from practice of the undischarged 
bankrupt. Such a power is only the complement of the power 
ae suey already possesses to get a solicitor struck off the 
rolls, 


It is stated that Lord Rosebery has a ge the position of president of 
the Society of Comparative Legislation, in which his predecessors were 
Lord Herschell and Lord Russell of Killowen., 
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THE PRACTICAL WORKING OF THE COMPANIES 
ACT, 1900. 
VIII. 
Il.—New Companres Gorne To THE Pustic (continued). 


(9) Going to Allotment.—As already pointed out, the promoters 
of the company must fix the minimum subscription on which the 
directors are to proceed to allotment, and the amouaot must be 
stated in the memorandum or articles of association, and also in 
the prospectus (section 4). If the amount is not so stated, then 
the whole amount of the share capital offered must be sub- 
scribed. The minimum subscription is to be exclusive of any 
shares which are payable otherwise than in cash. The efficacy 
of this provision will depend entirely on the care with which 
the directors scrutinize applications for shares. As some 
proof that these are substantial, it is required that the 
sum payable on application— which is to be not less than 
the very moderate proportion of 5 per cent. of the nominal 
amount of the share—shall be paid, and the allotment cannot 
be proceeded with till this has been done. But as the entire 
costs of the promotion are at stake, there will be a strong 


temptation for promoters to make up the subscription by putting 


forward applications in the names of other persons, and where 
the directors have any reason to suspect that this is being done, 
they ought to institute inquiries, and not accept the applications 
unless the future payment of calls is properly guaranteed. 

In the event of the conditions for proceeding to allotment not 
having been complied with on the expiration of forty days after 
the first issue of the prospectus—and to determive the date of 
issue it will be safest to take the date which the prospectus 
bears (see section 9 (1) )—all money received from applicants for 
shares must be forthwith repaid to them without interest, and 
if this has not been done before the expiration of forty-eight 
days from the issue of the prospectus, the directors become 
jointly and severally liable to repay the money with interest at 
5 per cent. per annum, the interest to run from the end of the 
forty-eight days: section 4 (4). The liability thus imposed on 
the directors is qualified by the proviso that a director is not to 
be liable if he proves that the loss of the money was not due 
to any misconduct or negligence on his part. It will be 
essential, therefore, in order to obtain the benefit of this 
proviso, that all moneys received with applications shall be 
placed to a separate account at a bavk of repute in 
such a manner that the account cannot be touched without 
the directors’ consent. Any condition binding applicants 
to waive compliance with the requirements of the section 
will be void, but these requirements do not, with one 
exception, apply to any allotment of shares subsequent to the 
first allotment of shares offered to the public. The exception is 
the requirement that the amount payable on application shall 
not be less than 5 per cent. of the nominal amount of the 
share, 

The results of failure to comply with the requirements as to 
allotment are stated in section 5. An allotment made to an 
applicant for shares is not absolutely void, but it is voidable at 
the instance of the applicant, provided he takes steps to avoid it 
promptly, and for this purpose he must proceed within one 
month after the holding of the statutory meeting of the company. 
But whether the allotment is avoided or not, a remedy in 
damages against the directors is given both to the company and 
to the allottee by section 5 (2), If any director knowingly 
allows any contravention of the provisions of the Act as to 
allotment, he is to be liable to compensate the company and 
the allottee respectively ‘‘ for any loss, damage, or costs,”” which 
either may have sustained, a limit of two years being imposed 
on proceedings for the recovery of such compensation. As 
allotment on an insufficient subscription will usually mean the 
loss of the capital subscribed, this enactment will apparently 
enable shareholders to recover within the period named their 
money from the directors, The possibility of such a result 
should be a sufficient guarantee that directors will not know- 
ingly allow any irregularity in complying with the requirements 
of section 5, 

(10) Commencing Business.—After the directors have proceeded 
to allotment it will still be necessary to consider whether 


all the requirements preliminary to commencing business have 
been complied with. These are contained in section 6 and are in 
brief as follows: (1) Cash shares must have been allotted to the 
extent of the minimum subscription ; (2) each of the directors 
must have paid on all cash shares for which he has subscribed the 
amounts payable on application and allotment; and (3) a 
statutory declaration by the secretary or a director that conditions 
(1) and (2) have been complied with must be filed with the 
registrar. On the filing of this declaration the registrar will 
give a certificate that the company is entitled to commence 
business and the certificate will be conclusive. The same 
provisions apply to the exercise of borrowing powers, though 
the section is not to prevent the simultaneous offer for subscrip- 
tion of shares and debentures, or the receipt of applications. 
The date when a company is entitled to commence business will 
be of great importance in reference to contracts. Till that date 
all contracts which may have been made by the company will 
be provisional only, and if the company is never entitled to 
commence business the contracts will never become binding. 
But upon that date they are at once binding. It will be seen, 
however, that there is only a slight difference between the 
conditions on which the directors may proceed to allotment and 
those on which the company can commence business. The 
additional requirement that the directors shall have paid the 
amounts due on allotment is hardly of sufficient importance to 
make the commencement of business depend upon it, and it 
may prove embarrassing. It should be observed, however, that 
while section 4 only precludes the directors from going to 
allotment unless the minimum amount of shares have been 
subscribed for, section 6 requires that an allotment up to the 
actual amount shall be actually made before business is com- 
menced. This carries out the principle of the minimum 
subscription, and to this extent section 6 will be useful. Every 
person who is responsible for the contravention of the section 
is liable to a fine of £50 a day so long as the contravention 
continues. It follows, of course, that where a company is 
formed to take over an existing business the contract cannot 
be completed and the business taken over until the company is 
entitled to commence business. 

(11) Zhe Statutory Meeting —Under section 39 of the Companies 
Act, 1867, which is repealed by the present Act, companies were 
bound to hold a general meeting within four months after 
registration, but no provision was made to secure that such 
meeting should be in possession of information which would 
enable it to pass an opinion on the formation and prospects of 
the company. This omission it has been sought to rectify by 
section 12o0f the Act of 1900, which is aimed at givingthe members 
of the company at as early a date as possible a fair opportuni 
of examining into its affairs. The section, it is to be noticed, 
applies only to companies limited by shares, and registered after 
the 3lstinst., and with respect to such companies the date which is 
selected for calculating time under the section is the date when 
the company is entitled to commence business : see section 6, 
referred to above. Within a period of not less than one month 
nor more than three months from that date the company 
must hold a general meeting which is to be called the statutory 
meeting. 

Sub-sections 2 to 6 provide for the information which is to be 
supplied for the use of members before or at the statutory 
meeting. Seven days before the date of the meeting the 
directors must forward to every member a re certified by at 
least two directors, or if there are not two directors by the sole 
director, and the report must state (#) the total number of 
shares allotted, distinguishing cash shares and paid-up shares, 
and in the latter case shewing the consideration for which the 
shares have been allotted ; (4) the total amount of cash received 
by the company in respect of shares; (¢) an abstract of receiptsand 
payments on capital account, and an account or estimate of 
preliminary expenses ; (@) the names, addresses, and descriptions 
of the directors, auditors (if any), manager (if any), and 
secretary ; and (¢) the particulars of any contract which it is 
proposed to ask the meeting to modify, with particulars of the 
proposed modification. It will be remembered that under 
section 1}, no contract which has been referred to in the 
prospectus can be modified except with the approval of the 
statutory meeting. The report, so far as it relates to the 
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allotment of shares, and to cash received in respect of shares, 
and to receipts and payments on capital account, is to be 
certified by the auditors. Immediately after the report has 
been sent to the members it must be filed with the registrar. 
The foregoing information will be available for the considera- 
tion of members prior to the meeting. At the meeting the 
directors must also have a list of members, with their descrip- 
tions and addresses, and the number of shares held by each, 
accessible to members during the continuance of the meeting. 

As to the proceedings at the meeting, sub-sections 6 and 7 
give full latitude for discussion and the passing of resolutions, 
though, where resolutions are wanted, these will usually be 
reserved for an adjourned meeting. The members present 
at the original meeting will be at liberty to discuss any matter 
relating to the formation of the company arising out of the 
report, whether previous notice has been given or not; but for 

ing a resolution notice must be given in accordance with 
the articles of association. Probably it will be rare for the 
members to be in a position to give such notices before the 
meeting. The discussion, which is all that in practice will be per- 
missible, should, if the members are strong enough, elicit enough 
either to justify the formation of the company, or to shew 
whether the directors are not entitled to confidence, and a 
course of action can be arranged accordingly. In the case of 
the members desiring to interfere with the future management 
or course of business, or to object to any matters incident to 
the flotation, the meeting will have to be adjourned, and notices 
of resolutions can be given. The adjourned meeting will thus 
be in a position to control the affairs of the company. For any 
default in filing the report or holding the statutory meeting 
shareholders will have a remedy by petitioning to wind up the 
company, and on the hearing of the petition the comt may 
either order a winding up or give directions for filing the report 
or holding the meeting. 

The whole of the provisions of section 12 are well conceived, 
and the scheme of the section has the advantage that it places 
the remedy for mismanagement in the formation of a company 
as far as possible in the hands of the shareholders themselves. 
Of course, if the formation of the company has been based 
upon fraud, or if the value of property purchased has been 
wrongly estimated, the mischief may have been done before the 
statutory meeting is held. There is nothing to prevent the 
pene away of the shareholders’ money before that date. 

ut while the Legislature has not gone the length of suspending 
entirely the operations of the company until after the statutory 
meeting, yet it has placed the means of early inquiry and early 
action in the hands of the shareholders, and it is to be hoped 
that they will be sufficiently active to make the statutory 
meeting effective. Ifso, section 12 should be one of the most 
useful clauses of the Act. 








REVIEWS. 
RATING. 


THE RATING oF LicENSED HovusEs: A REPORT OF THE PROCEEDINGS 
In GEORGE CARTWRIGHT v. THE GUARDIANS OF THE PooR OF THE 
ScULCOATES UNION, IN THE CITY AND CouNnTY oF KINGSTON-UPON- 
HULL, BEFORE THE ARBITRATOR (W. C. RypzE, Esa.), THE 
DIvisionaL Court, THE CourRT OF APPEAL, AND THE HOUSE oF 
Lords; ALSO THE ARGUMENTS AND JUDGMENTS IN THE VARIOUS 
Courts. By Witii4Mm H. WELLSTED, Rating Surveyor, Hull, 
Fellow of the Institute of Surveyors. A Brown & Sons, 


Doubtless the author of this work has satisfied himself that its 
publication meets a legitimate public want, and will be specially 
acceptable to local authorities, surveyors, and others, whose business 
it is to ascertain the principle on which public-houses are to be 
assessed for the —— of the poor rate. Otherwise, it is difficult 
to account for the appearance of this work, or to realise what useful 

it will fulfil, or who are likely to consult its pages for informa- 

tion obtainable in a much more condensed and scientific form in works 
on rating by skilled lawyers, and notably in such a work as that 
recently published by Mr. Ryde, which deals exhaustively with the 
rating of licensed houses, and specially with the case of Cartwright v. 
Union (48 W. R. 394; 1900, A, C. 150), which, admittedly, 

is in many respects a difficult case to apply. Mr. Wellsted’s preface 
effords conclusive proof of his ability to appreciate the full force of 
the decision of the House of Lords in the Shore medion case. It 


ee 
ee 


is therefore to be regretted that, instead of giving a mere verbatim 
record of the proceedings in Cartwright v. Sculcoates Union, he did 
not expand his preface into an introduction of moderate length, an 
with the assistance of some legal friend, epitomiz the facts of the 
case, and give the judgments ouly verbatim. It is quite conceivable 
that such a work might possess some value and attain # moderate 
circulation. 
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A Treatise on the Law relating to the Devolution of Real Estate 
on Death under Part I. of the Land Transfer Act, 1897. and the 
Admivistration of Ass-ts, Real end Personal. By the late Leoporp 
GEORGE GorpDoN Ropsins and FREDERICK TRENTHAM May 
Barristers-at-Law. Third Edition Butterworth & Qo, ; 


The Companies Act, 1900 (63 & 64 Vict. c 48), with I.troduction, 
full Annotated Sections, Forms of Prospectus. &. By ALFRED 
Henry Rvece, QC., and LEonaRD Mossop, BO.L., Barrister-at- 
Law. Batterworth & Co 


Lord Monboddo and Some of His Contemporaries. By Winuiay 
Knicut, LL.D., Prof-ssor of Philos»phy in ths University of St. 
Andrews. Joho Murray. P:ice 16s. 


Multum in Parvo: The New Compavies Act a Trap for the, 
Uuwary. By an Accouctant with a Legal Miod. W. H. & L, 
Coliingridge. 

The Companies Act, 1900, at a Glance: A Chronological Guide to 
the Formation of a Company, for the Use of Directors, Solicitors, 
Secretaries, and Others. By Witt1am H, BeEurens, Solicitor, 
Robe:ts & Leete (Limited). 








CORRESPONDENCE. 
THE CHANGE IN PROBATES. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal. ] 


Sir,—Ref. rring to the letter of the secretary of the Incorporated Law 
Society, appearing in the SoLicrrors’ JouRNAL of the 15th inst., ia 
reference to the proposal to abolish the engrossment of wills for probate 
on parchment, I have not seen any statement of who is to bevefit by the 
propos+d change. It certainly is not the estate of testators, as the 
solicitor does not get paid anything extra in his costs for the parch- 
ment on which the will is engrossed, as this is included in the fes for 
the engrossment, and therefore it would appear that the public 
benefit, to the extent of £8,000 a year, mentioned by Sir F. Jeune, is 
the benefit of the Treasury, who have no doubt initiated the change. 

Before the Finance Act, 1894, when a grant «+f probate bore a 
stamp, the solicitor had to take in the parch nent form of grant duly 
stamped with his papers, and he paid the Stamp Office sixpence. for 
the parchment form. As the stamps are now impressed on the fnland 
Revenue affidavit or the receipt for duty given thereon, the Proba'e: 
Registry has had to supply the parchment form for the. 
probate act, but as under the Finance Act the estate duty has been: 
largely increased, the department should surely be liberal enough 
to supply a form costing a few pence, or if not, a regulation could 
have been made requiring the solicitor to leave a form when he lodged 
his papers. I should say again that when the form was provided by 
the solicitor he paid for it out of his own pocket, and was not allowed 
anything for it in his costs of the probate. 

When the paper probate is worn out, a fresh sealed copy will be 
necessary, and also a sealed copy of the probate act. This for the 
shortest possible will costs at least £1 4s, 2d., as I found the other 
day. when I had to obtain the only document receivable as evidence 
in the absence of the probate, a sealed copy of a will of three folios 


follows : 
s. d. 
Search for will ... ’* 
Copy ee ra “on re 2 6 
Inland Revenue stamp and paper ae | 
Certifying ies ta we 2 6 
Sealing ... “_ i 5 0 
Search for probate act ... 1 Q. 
Copy on ane ~ sae a oo. 3 
Inland Revenue stamp and paper... “... | 1 
Certifying ra , 2 6 
Sealing wa (4. 0 
$1 4 2 





and of the probate act. The amount payable was arrived at as: 


A solicitor could obtain an office copy, which would be received as” 
evidence of any document, from the Central Office of the Supreme 
Court for 6d. per folio, or, in the case I refer to, for 2s. 6d. abtqypst. 

I must say that it eeems difficult to ascertain where the gsving tb) 
the public comes in, if by the public we are to updesatend the 
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persons requiring to produce probates or authentic copies of wills as 
evidence. There can be no question as to the superiority of parch- 
ment to paper, looking to the necessary wear and tear of the probate 
of a will. “s A SoricrTor. 


COSTS UNDER THE LAND TRANSFER ACTS. 
[Zo the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.) 


Sir,—We have lately acted in the transaction mentioned, below for 
a purchaser-mortgagor of leasehold property and his mortgagee. In 
order to enable the former to complete his purchase, we negotis.ted a 
loan from another client on mortgage of the property. The property 
was already in mortgege to a building society, and the ver.dor (for 
whom we were not acting) was unable to pay off such raortgage. 





It was arranged that the purchaser should pay the same off 
Tisis was accordingly’ 


as part payment of his purchase-money. 
done and necessitated many extra letters and attendances, 
including the procuring of a written request from the vendor, an 
attendance upon the buildiag society with t!se money, tne obtaining 
of the society’s receipt nd underteking 1o have te mortgage 
receipted and vacated in the Middlesex Registry, rnd ‘the inser- 
tion in the assignment of appropriate recitals and special clauses 
in the operative part. All this was done before completion 
could take place, it not being clear on the rules that the 
society could legally join in tke assignment. The deed was 
then completed in the ordinary way, the purcuasér-mortgagor 
giving a “‘charge” under the Land Transfer Acts. The form of 
this was approved, previously, at the Land Registry atid contained a 
sub-demise of the term (less the last day), a declaration of trust of 
the outstanding day, with power fcr the mortgagee to appoint new 
trustees of such trust, a provision. for sungvent lar instslments and 
other mortgage cov enants and agreements. The length of the 
“charge” was sixte um folios, #t being ne ‘shorter than the form of 
mortgage usually ¢ mployed by us. The title (possessory), and the 
“charge’’ thereon, were then registered under the Land Transfer 
Rules, rr. 78, 78a, : gmd TSb. 

Now comes the ¢ puestion. of costs. 

But for the Le gd Trensfer Acts, these—both purchase and mort- 
gage moneys bei’ ye under £1,000-—would be as follows (subject ts the 
stipulated minin gz): 

(a) Purchaser ‘s solicitors’ scale for investigating, &c., 14 per cent. 
on the purchar e-money. 

(b) Mortgag @¢'s-solicitors’ scale for negotiating loan, 1 per cent. on 
the mortgage money. ‘ 

(c) Morte ree’s -solicitors’ scale for investigating, &c., } per cent. 
onthe mor g¢ e-money. 

As to t pe —payment off of the building scciety’s mortgage, we 
suppose ? yw charge can be made, but do not feel quite sure. Can 
you, Or f gsy-déf your subscribers refer us to an authority ? 

Or! gpetering the title, our fee is at the rate of 10s. 6d. for every 
£100, ¢ @:part of £100, but limited by rule 271 (e). 

Nov ;, what difference do the Land Transfer Rules make upon (4) and 
(c)? esing that the “charge” really goes to the length of a 
mor! ge, is every bit as technical and is (by reason of the registra- 
tior ,} more troublesome than a mortg»ge, it would seem that the 
CO gs ought to be in no wise cut down. Rule 271 (c) prescribes the 
™ gouncration for a charge where n» title outsids the register 48 in- 
' estigated, and so cannot apply to a case of possessory title in which 

the prior title is investigated (as the present). Ru'e 271 (k) 
ways that in all transactions respecting registered land the 
‘Yemuneration for which is not by the rules provided for 
the Remuneration Order, 1882, excepting Part I. of Schetule I. shall 
regulate the remuneration. Does this mean that, in the above- 
mentioned transaction, we must make out an item bill instead of 
charging items (b) and (c)? If so, considering that investigating 
purchaser's title, deducing mortgagor’s and investigating mortgagee’s 
titie were done together, what proportion of the total amount of the 
items should be borne by the last two heads ? 

If the scale applies, why, we wonder, is no fee allowed for acting 
‘for the mortgagor as such? We clearly acted for him, having borne 
iin mind his interests when preparing the ‘‘ charge,” interviewed him 
upon the draft, and supplied him with a copy after completion. Can 
we claim anything under rule 271 (/) or (7) ? 

If you, or any of your subscribers, can help us in the matter we 
shall feel much indebted. Perhaps we have not fully grasped the 
rules, Hower & RAkE. 

22, Chancery-lane, W.C., Dec. 14, 


[See observations under ‘‘ Current Topics.’”’—Ep. S.J.] 








Mr. Justice Bigham has fixed the following commission days for the 
winter assizes on the Northern Circuit: Appleby, Thursday, the 17th of 
January ; Carlisle, Saturdey, the 19th of January; Lancaster, Thursday, 
the 24th of January ; Manchester, Tuesday, the 29th of January ; Liver- 


NEW ORDERS, &c. 
COLONIAL STOCK ACT, 1900. 
(63 & 64 Vict. c. 62.) 
ORDER UNDER SECTION 2. 


Notice is hereby given, in pursuance of “The Rules Publication 
Act, 1893,”’ that the Treasury have made the following Order, under 
section 2 of the Colonial Stock Act, 1900 :— 

ORDER. 

The Lords Commissioners of Her Majesty’s Treasury, in virtue of 
the power bestowed upon them by section 2 of “‘ The Colonial Stock 
Act, 1900 ’’ (63 & 64 Vict. c. 62), are pleased to prescribe the following 
‘conditions under that section. 


Conditions. 


1. The Colony shall provide by legislation for the payment out of 
thé revenues of the Colony of any sums which may become payable 
‘to Stockholders under any judgment, decree, rule, or order of a Court 
‘inthe United Kingdom. 

2. The Colony shall satisfy the Treasury that adequate funds (as 
and when required) will be made available in the United Kingdom to 
meet uny such judgment, decree, rule, or order. 

3. The Colonial Government shall place on record a formal 
expression of their opinion that any Colonial legislation which appears 
to the Imperial Government to alter any of the provisions affecting 
the Stock to the injury to the Stockholder, or to involve a departure 
from the original contract in regard to the Stock, would properly be 
disallowed. 

Copies of the above Order may be obtained from Messrs. Eyre & 
Spottiswoode, East Harding-street, Fetter-lane, E.C., and 32, 
Abingdon-street, Westminster, 8. W. 

Treasury Chambers, 8.W., 6th of December, 1900. 





NOTICE TO THE DISTRICT REGISTRARS OF THE HIGH 
COURT OF JUSTICE. 
By DIRECTION OF THE LorD CHANCELLOR. 

A Rule of the Supreme Court amending ord. 5, r. 9, has been laid 
before Parliament, and will come into operation on the 11th of 
January, 1901, under the terms of which Mr. Justice Buckley and 
Mr. Justice Joyce will be included in the list of Judges of the 
Chancery Division to whom actions will be assigned. 

On and after that date therefore an action commenced in the 
Chancery Division should be assigned in the prescribed manner to 
one of the following Judges :— 


Kekewich, J. Farwell, J. 
Byrne, J. Buckley, J. 
Cozens-Hardy, J. Joyce, J. 


House of Lords, 18th of December, 1900. 





NOTICE TO THE DISTRICT REGISTRARS OF THE HIGH 
COURT AT MANCHESTER AND LIVERPOOL. 


By DIREcTION OF THE LORD CHANCELLOR. 


In consequence of the re-arrangement of the business of the 
courts and chambers of the Chancery Division of the High Court, 
which will come into operation on the 11th of January, 1901, and by 
virtue of a draft rule of the Supreme Court which has been lai 
before Parliament and will come into operation on the day named, 
all Chancery actions and matters in the District Registries of 
Liverpool and Manchester commenced prior to that date, and assigned 
to Mr. Justice Farwell, and all actions and matters commen on 
and after that date will be dealt with in courts and in chambers either 
by Mr. Justice Cozens-Hardy or Mr. Justice Farwell. 

Actions and matters in the Chancery Division commenced on and 
after the llth of January, 1901, in the District Registries of 
Manchester and Liverpool will continue to be assigned to Mr. Justice 
Farwell until further order of the Lord Chancellor. 

House of Lords, 18th of December, 1900. 





COUNTY COURTS, ENGLAND. 
(Continued from p. 123.) 

(8.) Service on respondents.) The copies and notices mentioned in the last 
preceding paragraph shall be served on each respondent not less than ten 
clear days before the day fixed for the hearing, unless such respondent, or 
his solicitor on his behalf, agrees to accept shorter service. - 
(9.) Service on respondents. (Order VII., Rule 30.)] Such copies and 
notices may be served— 
(a) By a bailiff of a court ; F } 
or, at the request of the applicant or bissolicitor, =» 
(5) By the applicant, or some clerk or servant in his parmanent and 

exclusively employ ; or 








l, Wednesday, the 13th of February. Mr. Justice Bucknill will not 
oin the circuit until Manchester is reached. 


(o) By the app/icant’s solicitor, or a solicitor acting as agent for such 
solicitor, or some person in the employ of either of them. 
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(10.) Mode of service.} Service may be effected either in accordance with 
the rules as to service of default summonses, or by registered post in 
accordance with the provisions of section 28 of the Agricultural Holdings 
(England) Act, 1883 [46 & 47 Vict. c, 61, 8. 28.) 

(11.) Where service effected otherwise than by bailiff. (Order VII., Rule 31.) 
Form 21.) Where service is effected otherwise than by a bailiff, a copy of 
the document served, with the date and mode of service indorsed thereon, 
shall within three clear days next after the date of service, or su h further 
time as may be allowed by the registrar of the court issuing such document, 
be delivered or transmitted to such registrar by the applicant or his solicitor. 
The applicant or his solicitor shall also deliver or transmit to the registrar 
an affidavit of the service of such document, according to Form 21 in the 
Appendix, with such variations as the circumstances of the case shall 

uire 


a2.) Any affidavit intended to be ured by any respondent on the hearing 
of the appli:ation shali be filed and a copy thereof shall be served on the 
applicant or his solicitor four clear days at least before the h-aring of the 
application, or, if short service of the notice of ths application has been 
accepted, in suh reasonable time before the hearing as the date of service 
will allow. 

(13.) A deponent to an affidavit shall on notice from the other side served 
in accordance with the provisions of section 28 of the Agricultural Holdings 
(England) Act, 1883 [46 & 47 Vict. c. 61, s. 28] attend the hearing for 
cress examination ; and witnesses may be orally examined on the hearing of 
tho application in the same manner as on the hearing of an action. 

(14.) Procedure on application.| Subject to the special provision of this 
rule, the procedure on an application shall be the same as the procedure in 
an action commenced in the court by plaint and summons in the ordinary 
way, and determined by the judge without a jury; and the statutory pro- 
visions and rules for the time being in force relating to such actions shall, 
with the necessary modifications, apply to such application accordingly ; and 
in the application of such provisions end rules the application shall be 
deemed to be summons with particulars annexed, the day fixed for proceed- 
ing with the application shall be deemed to be the return day, and the 
applicant and respondent's shall be desmed to be plaintiff anfi defendants 
respectively. 

(15.) Order.] The order of the judge on any application shall be settled 
and signed by the registrar, and shall be sealed and filed, and signed copies 
thereof shail te served on all persons affected thereby in accordance with 
Rule 5 of Order XXIII. ; anisuch o:der shall be enforceable in the same 
manner as a judgment or order of the court. 

(16.) Where hearing is to take place in another court.| Whcre the hearing 
is to take place at another court, the registrar of the court in which tha 
preceeding is pending shall forthwith send notice to the regi-trar of such 
other court that the judge has ordered the hearing to take place there; and 
he shall, in sufficient time before the hearing, transmit the papers to the 

i of the court at which the hearing is to take place, who shall act at 
the hearing for such first mentioned registrar, and shall, after the hearing, 
retarn the papers to him, with a minute of the order made; and such 
order shall be settled, signed, sealed, filed, served, and proceeded on in the 
court in which the proceeding is pending in like manner as if the hearing 
had taken place there. 

17. Ruled. Application for tazation of costs of arbitration. 63 & 64 Viet. 
ce. A, Sched, 2, Part 1, par. 14. (Conf. Form 352.)] (1.) An application to 
the registrar to tax the costs of and incidentsl to an arbitration and award 
under the said Acts shall be made ia writing, and shall state on whose 
behalf the application is made. 

(2.) Notice of time and place for taxation Conf. Form 353.)] On receipt 
of such application the registrar shall fix a place and time for proceeding 

ith such taxation, and shall give or send vy post notice in writing to the 
applicant and to the partics whose costs are to be taxed, signed by the 

i himself and under the seal of the court, stating tne place, day, and 
hour at and on which the taxation will be proceeded with, and requiring 
the parties to attend and produce documents and be examined, and warning 
them that if they do not attend cither in person or by their solicitors suca 
order will be made and proceedings taken as to the registrar shall seem fit 
Such notices shall be given or sent four days at least before the day fixed for 
the taxaticn. 

(3.) Certificate of tazation.} On the completion of the taxation, or, in the 





case of review by the jadge, aftr such review, the registrar shall give or 
seud by post to cach party a certificate of the rezult of the taxation, statirg 
the amount at which the costs have been ailowed. ; 
18. Rule6. Review of tazation by judge. ¢3 & 6A Vict. ¢. £0, Sched. 2, 
Part \, par. 14.) An application to the jadge to review any taxation by the | 
registrar shall be made on notice in writing in accordanc; with the rales for | 
the time being in force as to interlocutory applications. 
19. Rule 7. Applicatim for recovery of money avarded to be paid for | 
compensation, &e. 45447 Vut.c. 61,4. 24; 50 4 51 Vict. c. 26,5.17; 63 
GA Viet. c. W, 2.2 (3). Form 412s.) (1.) An‘application to the judge under 
the said Acts, or the Allotments J ¢ Gardens Compensation for | 
Cropa Act, 1587, for an awarded to be paid for compensa- 
tion, costs, or otherwise, shall ber le as money ordered by 4 county 
court under ite ordinary jurisdiction to be paid is recoverable, shall be made 
in court on notice in writing, which shall be intituled in the matter of the 
Acts and of the arbitration ; and on filing the application the applicant shall 
produce to the registrar the original award (or a duplicate thereof) and shall 
file a copy theret, together with an affidavit intitaled us above, verifying 
both the original and the copy award, and the amount remaining due there- 






(2.) Where the application is fur the recovery of or includes the recovery 
A any money sxwarded to be prid for costs, the affidavit shall state the 
amount at which each costs have been agreed upon or allowed on taxation, 


end that 4 demand tor payment of such amount, with, in the case of taxation, | 





a copy of the certificate of the result of the taxation, has been served on 
the party against whom the application is made fourteen days at least before 
the date of the application. Service of such demand may be effected in 
accordance with the provisions of section 28 of the Agricultural Holdings 
(England) Act, 1883. 

(3.) The application shall not be numbered as a plaint, but shall be 
marked by the registrar with a reference number as a commencement of 
proceedings, and all subsequent proceedings shall bear the reference number. 

(4.) A copy of the application and affidavit shall be served on the party 
against whom the application is made, and proof of such service shall be 
made, in accordance with paragraph 3 of Rule 2 of this Order; and the pro- 
visions of paragraphs 4 and 5 of the last-mentioned rale shall apply to 
proceedings on an application under this rule. 

(6.) Form 312¢.] The order of the judge on the application shall be 
settled and signed by the registrar, and shall be sealed and filed, and signed 
copies thereof shall be served on all persons affected thereby in accordance 
with Rule 5 of Order XXIII. ; and such order shall be enforceable in the 
same manner as a judgment or order of the court. 

20. Rule 8, Proceedings for recovery or money agreed to be paid under 
46 & 47 Vict. ¢. 61, s. 24; 50 & 51 Vict. c. 26 s, 17; 63 & 64 Viet. c. 50, 
8. 2 (3); or for settlement of disputes under 46 & 47 Vict. c. 61,8. 46.] Pro- 
ceedings for the recovery of money agreed to be paid for compensation, costs, 
or otherwise, under the suid Acts, or the Allotment and Cottage Gardens 
Compensation for Crops Act, 1587, or for the settlement of a dispute under 
section 46 of the Agricultural Holdings (England) Act, 1883, shall be by 
action commenced by plaint and summons in the ordinary way. Purticulars 
of demand shall be filed in any such action, and shall state concively the 
nature of the claim or dispute, and the relief or order which the plaintiff 


claims. 
ORDER XLIa. 


Tue Frrenpty Socteries Acts, Tue Burtpine Societies Acts. Tue 
InpUSsTRIAL AND Provipent Societies Act, 1893. Tuer Literary 
anD Sorentiric Instirurions Act, 1854. Wunpine up or Buiipine 
AND InpusTRIAL SocrerTizs. 


Order XLIc.] Order XLI. is hereby annulled, and the following Order 
stall stand in lieu thereof :— 

21. Rule 1. Disputes under Friendly Societies and other Acts. 38 & 39 Vict. 
ec. 60 ; 59 § 60 F ict. cc. 25, 26 ; 56 G 57 Vict. c.39; 37 § 38 Vict. c, 42: 17¢18 
Viet. c. 112.] Every dispute referred to the court under the Friendly 
Societies Act, 1875, the Friendly Societies Act, 1896, the Collecting Societies 
and Industrial Assurance Companies Act, 1836, the Industri: and Provident 
Societies Act, 1893, the Building Societies Act, 1874, or the Literary and 
Scientific Institutions Act, 1854 (in this Order referred to as the said Acts), 
shall be so referred by plaint and summons in the ordinary way. 

22. Rule 2. Parties.) In proceedings commenced pursuart to the last 
preceding ru.e, the claiming or aggrieved member (or other pers»n) shall be 
plaintiff, and the society, either in its own name, or in the name of such 
p3rsons as are authorised by the said Acts respectively to be sued on behalf 
of the society, shal] be defendants. 

23. Rule 3. Particulars.| Particulars of demand shall be filed in all 
cases of disputes under the said Acts, and shall state concisely the nature of 
the dispute referre1, and the relief or order which the plaintiff cl«ims. 

24. Rule 4. Prozeedings for enforcement of decisions on disputes given other- 
wise than by the Court, or of awards.| Every application under any of the 
said Acts for the enforcement of « decision on a dispute given by any 
authority other than the Cuurt, or for the enforcement of an award, shall be 
commenced by plaint and summons in the ordinary way, in which the party 
to the dispute or award entitled or claiming to be entitled to the benetit of 
such decision or award shall be piaintiff, and the party against whom such 
decision or award is given shall be defendant. Particulars of demand shall 
be filed with every such application, stating concisely the relief or order 
which the plaintiff claims. 

25. Rule 5. Application for relizf on amalaamation, tra sfer of engagements, 
or dissolution of friendly society or branch.| Ev.ry application for relief 
or other order under the friendly Societies Act, 1875 [38 & 39 Vict. 
c. 60], or the Friendly Societies Act, 1816 [59 & 60 Vict. c. 25], by 
any person dissatisfied with the provision madv for satisfying his 
claim in the case of the amalgamution, transfer of engagements, or 


| dissolution of any society or branch, sha'l be mate by plaint and 
| summons in the ordinary way, in which the person go dissati«fied shall be 


plaintiff, and the society or branch, either in its own nam: or iu the name of 
such persous as are authorised by the said Acts respectively to be sued on 
behalf of the society or branch, shall be defendants, Particulars of demand 


| shall be filed on every such application, sta'ing concisely ths relief or other 


order which the plaintiff claims. 

26. Rule 6. Application against officer of friendly society.| Tevery applica- 
ticn to the Court by the trustees or authorised officer of a friendly society in 
respect of any of the matters mentioned in section 20 of the Friendly 
Societies Act, 1875 [38 & 39 Vict. c. 60, 6. 20), or seckion 55 of the Friendly 
Societies Act, 1896 [59 & 60 Vict. c, 25, s. 5), shall, whether any bond be 
put in suit or not, be by action commenced by plaint and summons in the 
ordinary way, in which the society or the trustees or authorised offivers 
therect shail be plaintiffs, and the person against whom the application is 
made shall be defendant, 

27. RuleT. Application against officer of building or industrial soviety.| Every 
application to the Court under the Building Societios Act, 1874 [387 & 38 


| Vict. c. 42), or the Industrial and Provident Societies Avt, 1893 (56 & 57 


Vict. c. 39}, against an officer of any society, shall, whether any bond be 
put in suit or not, be by action commenced by plaints and summons in the 
ordinary way, in which the society shall bo plaintiffs, and the officer against 
whom the application is made shall be defendant, 
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28. Rule 8. Particulars under Rules 6 and 7.| Particulars of demand shall 
be filed in all actions commenced pursuant to Rules 6 and 7 of this Order. 

28. Rule 9. Where bond not in suit.] If the application be made by action 
without putting the bond in suit, the particulars shall state shortly the 
nature of the thing required to be done or the neglect complained of. 

30. Rule 10. Where property is required to be delivered up | If the thing 
required to be done be the delivering up of any property, the particulars 
shall contain a description of the property required to be given up. 

81. Rulell. Proceedings to set aside dissolution of seciety or branch. 59 ¢ 
60 Vict. ¢. 25, s. 79 (6), 56 § 57 Viet. c. 39, 8. 61 (e).] Proceedings to set 
aside the dissolution of any society or branch under any of the said Acts 
shall be commenced by plaint and summons in the ordinary way, in which 
the person seeking to set aside such dissolution shall be plaintiff, and the 
society or branch, either in its own name or in the name of such persons as 
are authorised by the said Acts respectively to be sued on behalf of the 
society or b:anch, shall be defendants. Particulars of demand shall be filed 
in such proceedings, and shall state concisely the relief or order which the 
plaintiff claims. y 

82. Rule 12. Winding up of building and industrial and provident societies. | 
The provisions of the Companies Acts, 1862 to 1900, and the rules made 
thereunder, so far as they relate to winding up, shall apply to the winding 
up of societies registered under the Building Societies Act, 1874, and the 
Acts amending the same, or under the Industrial and Provident Societies 
Act, 1893; and the winding up of any such societies shall be conducted in 
all respects as if such societies were companies registered under any of the 
said Companies Acts. Costs shall be taxed according to the scale of costs 
for the time being in use in the Supreme Court. 

ORDER XLIXa. 
ProBATE AND LETTERS OF ADMINISTRATION, 

Order XLIXa,] Order XLIX., and forms 347 to 351, are hereby annulled, 
and the following Urder and forms shall stand in lieu thereof :— 

33. Rule 1. Proceedings under Court of Probate Acts, 1857 and 1858.] Pro- 
ceedings under the Court of Probate Act, 1857, as amended by the Court of 
Probate Act, 1858, or by any other Act, shall be commenced by plaint and 
summons in the ordinary way. The plaint and all subsequent proceedings 
shall be intituled “The Court of Probate Acts, 1857 [20 & 21 Vict. c, 77) 
and 1858 [21 & 2% Vict. c. 95.]. 

34. Rule 2, Parties where caveat lodged.| Where any p2rson shall have 
lodged a caveat against the grant of probate or letters of administration, and 
proceedings are taken to obtain such grant, the person applying for the 
probate or letters of administration shall be plaintiff, and the person who 
shall have longed the caveat shall be defendant. 

35. Rule 3. Parties on application to revoke g ant.] In proceedings for the 
revocation of probite or letters of administration the person applying for 
uch revocation shall be plaintiff and the person against whom the applica- 
tion is made shall be defendant. 7 

36. Rule 4. Production of authority of High Court.] Before the entry of 
the plaint the plaintiff shall lodge with the registrar an office copy of the 
minute of the High Court of Justice authorising the commencement of 
proceedings, 

37, Rule 5. Particulars.) Particulars of demand shall be filed in all 
cass, stating concisely the nature of the proceeding, and the relief or order 
which the plaintiff claims 
_ 38. Rule 6. Notice to district registrar. Form 349a.] The registrar, on 
issuing a plaint for the revocation of the grant of prubate or letiers of 
administration shall give notice by post, according to the form in the 
Appendix, to the district probate re,istrar by whom the probate or letters 
of administration has or have been granted, to produce the original will or 
other necessary documents at the court at which the plaint will b+ heard. 

39. Rule 7. Certificate, 20 § 21 Viet. c. 77, 8.55. Form 350a.) ‘I'he 
certificate to be given by the registrar under section 55 of the Court of 
Probate Act, 1857, shall be according to the form in the Appendix. 

40, Rule8, Order. Form 35la.] The order of the judge on the hearing 
of the plaint shall be according to the form in the Appendix, and a copy 
of such order shall be sent by post t» the plaintiff and the defendant. 

41. Rule 9. Transmis ion of action from High Court.] Where application 
for the grant or revocation of probate or letters of administration has been 
made at the principal registry of the Probate Division of the High Court, 
and any contentious matter shall arise out of such application, and a judge 
of the said division shall send the action or matter to the county coart, the 
provisions of this Order and the provisions of Order XXXIIL. relating to 
actions or matters remitted from the Chancery Division of the High Court 
to a county court shall apply to the proceedings in the county court in the 
action or matter so sent to the county court. 

42, Rule 10. Costs.] The judge may order the costs of proceedings 
under the said Acts to be taxed cither under Column B. or Column C., and 
in default of any such order they shall be taxed under Column B.; and 
Rule 7 of order La shall apply to such proceedings. 

43. Rule 11. Proceedings where no practice provided.] In_ proceedings 
under this Order for which no provision is otherwise made the rules and 
practice of the Probate Division of the High Cout shall be followed so 


far as they are applicable. 
ORDER LI. 


Gunzrat Provisions. 
44. Order LI., Rule 24+. Applications wnder Money-Lenders Act, 1900.) 
(1.) An application under sub-section 1 of section 1 ot the Money-Lenders 
Act, 1900 fos & 64 Vict. o, 51, 8. 1), by a person sued by a money-lender 


shall be made by counterclaim. 

(2.) An application under sub-section 2 of section 1 of the Money-Lenders 
Act, 1900, at the instance of a borrower or surety or other person liable 
shall be by action commenced by plaint and summons in the ordinary 


way. 


(3.) Particulars of demand shall be filed on any application under this 
rule, and shall state concisely the nature of the application, and the relief 
or order which the applicant claime. 

(4) The procedure on any such application shall be the same as in an 
action commenced under the equity jurisdiction of the court; and such 
application shall for the purposes of costs and otherwise be deemed to be an 
action commenced under such jurisdiction. 


[There is a lengthy Appendix of Forms] 


We, Alfred Martineau, Henry J. Stonor, William L. Selfe, and William 
Cecil Smyly, being Judges of County Courts appointed to frame Rules and 
Orders for regulating the Practice of the Courts and Forms of Proceedings 
therein, having by virtue uf the powers vested in us in this behalf framed 
the foregoing Rules and Orders, do hereby certify the same under our hands, 
and submit them to the Lord Chancellor accordingly. 
(Signed) Aurrep Martineau. 
Henry J. Stonor. 
Wis L, Szure. 
Witt Ceca Smyty. 
Hatssvury, C. 
AtverstongE, C.J. 
A. L. Surrs, M.R, 
F. H. Jeunz, P. 
R, Vaveuan Wittiams, L.J. 
H. H. Cozens-Harpy, J. 
W. C. Rensuaw. 
Ropert Expetr. 
I allow these Rules, which shall come into force on the first day of 
January, 1901. 


Approved, 


(Signed) Hatssvry, C. 


The 27th day of November, 1900. 








CASES OF THE WEEK. 


Court of Appeal. 


THE QUEEN v. THE LOCAL GOVERNMENT BOARD AND THE 
GUARDIANS OF WILLESDEN. No. 1. 6th and 7th Dec. 


Poor Law—SsgparaTion or Parish From UntoN—AMOoUNT TO BE Parp BY 
Union To Parish—Parincip.e or APPORTIONMENT—“* PRopERTy ”’ OF THE 
Union —Jvnispicrion oF THE Loca Government Boarp—Poor Law 
AmenpMENT Act, 1834 (4 & 5 Wit. 4, c. 76), s. 32—Locat Government 
Act, 1888 (51 & 52 Vicr. c. 41), ss 24 (2) (p), 26 (1). 

This was an ap; by the Hendon Union from the decision of the 
Divicional Court (Bigham and Channell, JJ.) discharging, on cause 
shewn by the Local Government Board and the Wille-den boud ot 
Guardiaus, a rule for a certiorari to quash an order made by the 
Local Government Board under section 32 of the Poor Law Amend- 
ment Act, 1834 (4 & 5 Will. 4,c 76). On the 12th of August, 1896, 
the parish of Willesden, which up to that date was one of the eight 
parishes which comprised the Hendon Union, was separated from that 
union by an order of the Local Government Board made pursuant to the 
aforesaid section 32, as amended by section 66 of the Poor Law Amend- 
ment Act, 1844 (7 & 8 Vict. c. 101), and was subsequently constituted a 
Poor Law district. It then became n for the Loca) Government 
Board to ascertain, pursuant to section 32 the above Act of 1834, the 
proportionate value to the parish of Willesden of the workhouses of the 
Hendon Union and of ‘‘ other property held or enjoyed by such union for 
the use of the poor or the benefit of the ratepayers therein,” and to “*‘ fix 
the amount to be received or paid, or secured to be paid, by”’ the parish. 
There were two annuities payable under the Local Government Act, 1838, 
by the County Council of Middlesex to the Hendon Union—one of £18 
towards the remuneration of the registrars of births and dea’ hs, and the 
other of the sum of £2,597 towards the remuneration of the officers of the 
Hendon Union. On the 23rd of December, 1898, the board ordered, inter 
alia, as follows: ‘‘ As and when the sums of £18 and £2,597 are received 
by the guardians of the poor of the said Hendon Union from the county 
of Middlesex in pursuance of the provisions of section 24 (2) (@) and 
section 26 (1) of the Local Government Act, 1888, in respect of the 
financial year ending the 3let of March, 1899, and in respect of each 
succeeding financial year, such sums shall be apportioned by the 
of the poor of the He.don Union between the Hendon Union and the 
parish of Willesden according to the respective rateable values of the 
union apd parish for the purposes of the poor rate, according to the 
valuation lists in force on the 25th day of March next preceding the 
financial year in respect of which the payment is made, and the guardians 
of the poor of the Hendon Union shali forthwith pay to the guardians of 
the poor of the parish of Willesden the amount so apportioned to that 
pariso.’’ The Union of Hendon contended that this order was sltre vires, 
and that the annuities were not “‘ property ” within the meaning of section 
32, and they obtained a rulefor acerfiorari to quash the order. The Divistonal 
Court discharged the rule. Fr m thisdecision the Hendon Union now appealed. 
On their bebalf it was contended that the annuities were not * ” 
within the meaning of section 32 of the Poor Law Act, 1834, and that the 
board had no power to divide the sums in the manner they had done, as 
there was only power to fix once and for all the amount to be peld, and 
it could not be a fluctuating sam depending on the ra‘eable value. 

Tue Coun (A. L. Surra, MLR, and Contins and Srmuive, JJ.) allowed 





the appeal. . . 
A. L, Surra, M.R., in giving his judgment, said the question raked 














































- 












































































138 THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. 





Dec. 22, 1900. 








was as to the true construction of section 32 of the Poor Law Amendment 
Act, 1834. In his opinion the meaning of that section was that the Local 
Government Board should ascertain the proportionate value to each parish 
cf the property mentioned at the time the parish was separated from the 
union. The property was to be divided then and there, and once for all. 
Under the Local Government Act of 1888 unions became possessed of a 
Parliamentary annuity. Hendon received one, and the parish of Willesden 
participated in it. It had been suggested that this annuity was not 
*‘ property’ within the meaning of section 32. In his opinion this 
annuity was “‘ property ’’ within that section, and he thought that the 
Legislature contempiated that in ascertaining the value to each parish of 
an annuity it should be capitalized. This the Local Government Board 
had not done. They had exceeded their jurisdiction by directing the 
proportionate values to be arcertained according to rateable values in the 
future. The order of the Board would therefore be varied by striking out 
the part complained of. 

Coutts and Streiine, L.JJ., agreed. Appeal allowed.—Covunszx, Page, 
Q.C., and Bartley Dennis; Sir R. B. Finlay, A.G., and H. Sutton ; Danck- 
werts, Q.C., Courthope Munroe, and R. E. Moore. Soxtcrtors, D. R .Soames ; 
Sharpe, Parker, § Co. ; W. Grant Greig. 

[Reported by E. G. St11twe1t, Barrister-at-Law. ] 


FISHER v. THE BLACK AND WHITE PUBLISHING CO. (LIM.). 
No. 2. 12th Dec. 


CompaNny—Founpers’ SHares—Prorits AVAILABLE FoR DivipEND— 
MemoranpuM—ARTICLES—TABLE A, cLausE 74, 


This was an appeal from a decision of Kekewich, J. (reported ante, p. 99), 
which raised the question as to the rights of the holders of founders’ shares 
in the profits made by the company. The capital of the company is 
£100,000 divided into 9,500 ordinary shares of £10 each and 500 founders’ 
shares of £10 each. The action was brought by Mr. William Fisher, on 
behalf of himself and all the other holders of founders’ shares, asking that 
the company, its directors and agente, might be restrained from carrying 
to a reserve fund a one-third share (or any part thereof) of the whole 
profits made by the company during the year ended the 3lst of July, 1900, 
and remaining after a dividend of 15 per cent. on the ordinary shares 
issued by the company had been provided for, or dealing with the one- 
third share so as to prejudice or affect the right of the plaintiff and the 
other holders of founders’ shares to have the same divided between them 
in proportion to the number of such shares held by them respectively. Clause 
5 of the memorandum of association provides that as between the holders 
of the ordinary sbares and the holders of the fourders’ shares 
the profits from time to time available for dividend shall be 
applicable as follows: (1) To the payment of a non-cumulative 
preferential dividend of 15 per cent. per annum on the capital 
paid up on the shares other than the founders’ shares; (2) of the 
surplus, two-thirds shall be applicable to the payment of a further dividend 
on the capital paid up on the shares other than the founders’ shares, and 
the remaining third shall be applicable to the payment of dividend on the 
founders’ shares rateably. By the articles of association it is provided 
(clause 1) that the regulations contained in Table A in the first schedule to 
the Companies Act, 1462, except so far as thereby excluded or modified, 
should be deemed to be the regulations of the company ; (clause 11) the 
holders of the ordinary shares shall be entitled to be paid out of the profits 
in each year as a first charge a non-cumulative preferential dividend at the 
rate of 15 per cent. per annum on the amount for the time being paid up 
on the ordinary shares held by them respectively ; (clause 12) the surplus 
profits in each year shall be dealt with in manuer foJlowing—that is 
to say, two-thirds shall belong to and be divided between or among 
the holders of the ordinary shares rateable in proportion to the 
amount for the tine being paid up on the ordinary shares held 

them rerpectively, and the remaining one-third shall belong 

to and be divided between the holders of the founders’ sbares in 
ion to the number of shares held by them respectively. Some of 

the clauses of Table A are in express terms excluded by the articles, but 
clauses 72, 73, and 74 are not express!y excluded. Tose three clauses are 
as follows: (72) ‘‘ The directors may, with the sanction of the company 
in general meeting, ceclare a dividend to be paid to the members in pro- 
portion to their shares.’’ (73) ‘‘ No dividend shall be payable except out 
of the profits arising from the business of the company.’’ (74) ‘‘ The 
directors may, before rec mmending any dividend, set aside out of the 
profite of the company such sum as they think proper as a rererved fund 
to meet contingencies, or fur equalizing dividends, or for repairing or 
maintaining the works connected with the business of the company, or 
any part thereof ; and the directors may invest the sum so set apart as a 
reserved fund upon euch recarities as they may select.’’ Te profits for 
the last year, after allowing for an interim dividend already paid, 
amounted to £13,225, and the directors proposed in the first place to 
pay a dividend of 12} per cent. for the whole year to the holders 
of the ordinary shares and then (a) to carry over £2,179 7., 
art thereof, in writing off a suspense eccount, and (+) £7,000, the 
ce thereof, to a reserve sund, thus ignoring any claim of the holders of 
founders’ shares. On behalf of the defendants it was contended that the 
articles of a:sociation must be read together with clauses 72 and 74 of 
Table A, with the result that the “ profite available for the purposes of 
dividend” referred to in the memorandum of «ssociation must be 
ascertained by and subject to the determination of the directors as 
providel by thore clauses. Mr. Justice Kekewich, on a motion by the 
—o for an interlocutory injunction, held that the memorandum con- 
icted with clauses 72 and 74 of Table A, and that those clauses were 
excluded by implication. Consequently the holders of founders’ shares 
were entitled to an interlocutory injunction in accordance with their claim, 





The company appealed. On the hearing of the appeal it was agreed that 

it should be treated as an appeal against a judgment for the plaintiff at 

je = of the action, so that the point in dispute might be finally 
ecided. 

toe Court (Ricny, VavecHan Wriu1ams, and Rose, L.JJ.) allowed the 
appeal. 

yl L.J.—If the words in clause 5 of the memorandum of association, 
‘‘profits from time to time available for dividend,’’ mean exactly the 
same thing as “‘ profits,’”” there would be no reason for the introduction of 
the qualifying words ‘‘ from time to time available.’’ Clauses 11 and 12 
of the articles clearly deal with the same subject-matter as clause 5 of 
the memorandum. It cannot have been intended to introduce a different 
ordinary rule for the division of profits from that which is contained in 
clause 5. Clauses 11 and 12 can only mean the profits which are available ; 
not a share of gross profits, but a dividend to be paid out of profits. 
Profits must mean profits properly applicable for the payment of dividend. 
Clause 74 of Table A, which is not excluded, shews that this isso. One 
duty, perhaps the first duty, of the directors is to decide whether they shall 
set aside a reserve fund. When they have decided to do that the sum so 
set aside is no longer part of the profits ‘‘ available’? for dividend. From 
the moment this sum is set apart as a reserve fund, clause 5 of the 
memorandum and clauses 1] and 12 of the articles have nothing to do with 
it, and the directors can only deal for the purpose of dividend with the 
surplus of the profits which remain. 

VaveHan Wiis, L.J.—I agree. The real question is the construc- 
tion of the words in clause 5 of the memorandum—“ profits from time to 
time available for dividend.’’ In my opinion these words mean the net 
profits after deducting all sums properly applied by the directors. The 
words cannot mean the net profit balance as shewn by the profit and loss 
account. If they do not mean that, there would seem to be no resting- 
place short of saying that they mean the net profits after deducting all 
sums properly deducted by the directors before they can arrive at the sum 
properly applicable to dividend. If they have power to appropriate and 
choose to appropriate part of the profits to the replacing of capital 
which had been applied to revenue purposes, it is not denied that 
they can do this. They have a discretion and may apply the whole of the 
profits in that way. This being so, the only question is, whether the 
application of part of the profit balance to the formation of a reserve fund 
to meet contingences, isa proper application. I think that itis. It is 
admitted that it is a proper application if clause 74 of Table A forms 
part of the articles. Clause 74 is not expressly excluded from the articles. 
It can only be excluded if there is something inconsistent with it in the 
express provisions of the memorandum or articles. I can see nothing 
inconsistent so as to exclude clause 74. 

Romer, L.J., delivered judgment to the same effect.—CovnszL, 
Renshaw, Q.C., and Stewart Smith; Warrington, Q.0., and Nepean. 
Soxrcrrors, William Fisher ; Dubois § Williams. 


[Reported by J, I. Srieuive, Barrister-at-Law.} 


Re BORAX CO. FOSTER v. BORAX CO. No.2. 30th Oct., 2nd Nov.,, 
17th Dec. 


Company—DgpenturREs—FLoaTiInc Sxcurtry—SaLte or WuHote UNDER-~ 
TAKING WITHIN TgRMS OF MermorANDUM—DIsSENTIENT DEBENTURE= 
HOLDERS—ULTBA VIRES. 


This case raised a question of great importance to debenture-holders 
in the case of a floating security, as to the right of a company to eell its 
whole undertaking to another company under the terms of its memo- 
randum of association, and thus completely alter the nature of the 
debenture-holders’ security. The Borax Co. was incorporated in 1887 for 
the purpose (inter alia) * to sell all or any part of the company’s business 
or property, and to subscribe for, take, hold, distribute, allot, sell, or 
deal with . . . any debentures, shares, stocks, or securities of any other 
company, société anonyme, or other association or undertaking.’’ In May, 
1898, the company went into voluntary liquidation; and in July the court 
sanctioned a scheme of arrangement, which was declared to be binding 
upon all debenture-holders, and stopped all other and further proceedings 
in the voluntary winding up. Under this scheme the plaintiff, who had 
previously been the holder of 114 debentures of £100 each, was to receive 
228 new debentures of £50 each, divided into two classes, all of which 
contained a charge by way of floating security, over the whole property, 
undertaking, and assets for the time being, whether present or future, of 
the company. On the 29th of November, 1898, the company entered into 
an agreement with a certain De Friese, for the sale to the latter, free 
from incumbrance, of the whole of its property and assets with the ex- 
ception of certain securities to the value of about £23,000, for the con- 
tideration of £320,000, with a view to the whole undertaking being taken 
over and worked in the future by a proposed new company to be called 
Borax Consolidated. The purcbase-money of £320,000 was to be paid, 
as to £100,000, either in cash or in the issue of 44 per cent. debenture stock 
by Borax Consolidated to Borax Co. ; as to £150,000, either in cash or by 
the allotment of fully paid-up preference shares in Borax Oonsoli- 
dated; and as to the remaining £70,000, by the allotment of fully 
paid-up ordinary shares in Borax Consolidated. By the tame agremeentthe 
Borax Oo. bound themselves for the future not to carry on their former 
business as maaufacturers of, or dealers in, borax, &c., otherwise than in 
conjunction with, and for the benefit of, the new company. On the 10th 
of January, 1899, de Friess entered into an agreement with the trustee 
of the pent new company for the sale to the new company of the 
whole undertaking, less the said securities for £23,000. On the 
9th of February, 1899, the plaintiff issued his writ in the present 
action, claiming (inter alia) that the Borax Co. might be restrained from 





| carrying out the proposed sale contaiped ip the agreements of the 29th of 


Oe aes ahkiiiatn bm mt @ Chee eee Oe 


Dec. 22, 1900. 


THE SOLICITORS’ sfOURNAL. 


[Vol. 45-] 139 








November, 1898, and the 10th of January, 1899, without first making 
proper provision for the payment of those debenture-holders who dissented 
from the contemplated transaction ; and in the alternative, for foreclosure 
and sale. On the 21st of March, 18997 North, J., granted an interlocutory 
injunction in the terms already mentioned. On appeal, however, this 
decision was reversed, on the defendants paying into court, the sum of 
£16,800, which was sufficient to satisfy in any event the clai of 
all the dissentient debenture-holders; and the agreements for sale 
of the 29th of November, 1898, and the 10th of January, 1899, were 
accordingly carried out. At the trial of the action, Farwell, J., made a 
declaration that the plaintiff and his fellow dissenting debenture-holders 
had a charge upon the £16,800 paid into court and on all other assets of 
the Borax Co. not included in the sale to Borax Consolidated, in priority 
to all other debenture-holders. From this decision the Borax Co. now 
appealed, and it was urged on their behalf that the sale to Borax Consoli- 
dated, even though some of the debenture-holders dissented, was a 
perfectly legitimate proceeding having reference to the terms of their 
memorandum of association, and to the de: ‘sion in Wall v. London and 
Northern Assets Corporation (47 W. R. 219; 1898, 2 Ch. 469). On the part 
of the respondents it was argued, on the contrary, that the defendants 
were not justified in so completely altering the nature of the plaintiffs’ 
security: Wallace v. Evershed (1899, 1 Ch. 891), In re German Date Coffee 
Co. (30 W. R. 717, 20 Ch. D. 169), In re Vivian § Co., Metropolitan Bank of 
England and Wales vy. Vivian § Co. (48 W. R. 636; 1900, 2 Ch. 654). 

Dec, 17.—Tuer Oovurt (Lord Atverstong, C.J., and Riesy and VaucHaNn 
Wutums, L.JJ.) allowed the appeal. 

Lord Atverstonz, O.J.—In my opinion the Borax Co. will, notwith- 
standing the arrangement made with De Friese, still be carrying on some 
part of the undertaking contemplated by the memorandum of association, 
and could not be wound up. I also come to the conclusion that the 
company, in making the contracts objected to, have not acted ultra vires of 
their memorandum. It is contended, however, even though this be so, 
that the effect of these contracts is such that the transaction cannot be 
carried out without the assent of all the debenture-holders, and that, 
therefore, the non-assenting debenture- holders are entitled to payment in 
full. It seems to me that the right of the debenture-holders, who have 
only a floating charge, is clearly settled by the House of Lords in Govern- 
ments Stock and Other Securities Investment Co. v. Mamila Railway Co. (45 
W. R. 353; 1897, A. O. 81). In my opinion, in order to enable the 
debenture-holders to insist on payment in such a case as this, they must 
shew, either that the act complained of is stra vires, or that ‘* the 
undertaking has ceased to be a going concern,’”’ or that their debentures 
give them an express right to veto the operations which the company are 
proposing to carry out within their powers. In my opinion the facts in this 
case do not support eny of the above positions. I think, for these reasons, 
that Farwell, J., ought to have declined to give the plaintiffs any special 
rights in respect of the £16,800 brought into court, and ought to have 
treated them as having the same rights as tlaose debenture-holders who 
ascented. The appeal must be allowed with costs. 

Riesy and Vauvenan Wiiiams, L.JJ., delivered judgmen's to the same 
effect.—CounseL, Swinfen Eady, QC., and P. B. Abraham ; Hughes, QC, 
and Clauson, Soxicrrons, Clements, Williams, § Co. ; Linklater § Co. 

[Reported by J. FE. Monnis, Barrister-at-jLaw. | 





High Court—Chancery Division. 


HOOPER ». KERR STUART & CO. (LIM.). Cazens-Hardy, J. 
18th Dec. 


Company—Noricz or Exrraorpivary GeneraL Mergtingc—Inva.ipiry or 
Norice—Svunsequent RatirreaTion. 


Motion. This was a motion for an injunction to restrain the defendants, 
G. Hooper, C. Fox, and John Stuart, from excluding the plaintiff, W. T. G. 
Hooper from acting as a director of Kerr Stuart & Co. (Limited), and 
from holding a meeting called in pursuance of a notice dated the 10th of 
December, 1900, and from expending the funds of the company in sending 
out stamped proxies containing the names of the defendants Hooper and 
Fox. The plaintiff became a director of Kerr Stuart & Co. on the 11th of 
July, 1895. About October, 1899, negotiations took place with regard to 
a release by the preference shareholders of their preference rights, and a 
deed was signed in October pursuant to a provision in the articles, by all the 
preference shareholders, including defendant Hooper, releasing their rights 
on the understanding that from the 31st of July, 1900, they were to be 
treated as ordinary shareholders. On the 22nd of October, 1900, at the 
general meeting of the company, resolutions were passed adopting the 
agreement between the preference shareholders and the company and 
sanctioning the issue of 40 additional shares of £10 each in the company. 
The plaintiff was not present at this meeting, Subsequently some corres- 
pondence took place between the plaintiff an d the defendants, in which the 
Plaintiff agreed to resign his directorship on certain terms, which he 
alleged were never carried out. On the 10th. of December the defendants 
Wrote to the plaintiff that “although the m.atter is, they are informed, a 
debateable one, they are willing to admit your claim to a seat on the 
board.”” On the same day the directors issued a circular to the share- 
holders accompanied by a notice calling an extraordinary general meetiag of 
the company for the 18th of December, 1900, and also accompanied by a 
stamped form of proxy made out in favour af the defendants Hooper and 
Fox, such notice purporting to have been issued by order of the board. 
The plaintiff denied that he had had notice of any board meeting at which 
such notice was approved, nor was he present at any such meeting. The 
notice calling the meeting for the 18th of December contained the follow- 
ing resolution : ‘That Mr. W. T. G. Hooper, one of the directors of the 
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said company, be removed from his office of director, notwithstanding the 
fact that his period of office has not expired.’’ On the 13th of December 
plantiff received notice of a meeting of the board of directors for the 
following day. At this meeting, at which plaintiff was present, a resolution 
was carried that the directors should adopt, ratify, and confirm the action 
of the secretary in issuing the notice convening an extraordinary geueral 
meeting for the 18th of December. Counsel for the plaintiff contended 
that it was not competent for the directors to ratify the act of a person not 
having the proper authority to give notice. tent 

Cozens-Harpy, J.—This motion raises an important point. The plaintiff 
is one of the directors of acompany. The directors can be removed by a 
special resolution. Article 55 says, ‘‘ The directors may, whenever they 
think fit, and they shell upon a requisition made in writing by two or more 
members of the company holding together at least one-sixth of the is:ued 
capital, convene an extraordinary general meeting.” The requisition, 
according to this resolution, was signed and served on the company on the 
10th of December. On the same day notice was issued for an extraordi 
general meeting to be heid on the 18th of December, at which a resolution 
was to be proposed that the plaintiff be removed from his office of director. 
In fact, there had been no meeting of the board after the receipt of the 
requisition. On the 14th of December a meeting of the board of directors 
was he'd, of which the plaintiff bad notice, at which meeting a resolution 
was pasred ratifying and confirming the action of the secretary in issuing 
the notice of the 10th of December. The question is, whether, although 
the notice had not been ratified beforehand, it has been so ratified now as 
to make it a good and valid notice. I think it has. I do not propoxe to 
go through the cases. The principle is that the ratification of an act 

urporting to be done by an agent on your behalf dates back to the per- 
omame of the act. I must treat this as an exercise by the board of 
directors of their duties under article 55. That being so, I refuse the 
motion as far as the injunction goes.—CovunseL, H. T. Eve, Q.C., and G. 
Baldwin Hamilton ; Vernon Smith, Q.C., and Eustace Smith. Soxicrrora, 
Bonner, Thompson, Burnie, § Co. ;. Morse, Hewitt, § Forman. 

[Reported by J. H. Davizs, Barrister-at-Law.! 





Solicitors’ Cases. 


Re GRAY AND OTHERS (Solicitors). Cozens-Hardy, J. 11th Dec. 


Soricrrors — Taxation — Costs — Mrixinc Leasz — Necoriations — Turmp 
. Patty OrnpER 


This was a summons by lessees to review the taxation of a bill of costs 
of the lessor’s solicitor; and the question was with reference to the 
liability of the lessees for certain items for preliminary negotiations which 
were included in the bill, and in particular for fees paid to a mining expert 
and correspondence with him, and whether this liability was altered by 
reason of a third party order to tax having been obtained. Being a mining 
lease, it was admitted that the scale fee did not apply. In March, 1900, 
the lessees obtained the usual third P y order for taxation, but the master 
allowed the items for negotiations, &c. The cases of Re Negus (1895, 1 Ch. 
73) and Re Holliday and Godlee (Solicitors) (1888, 58 L. T. 301) were referred 
to in the course of the argument. 

Cozens-Harpy, J., held that, having regard to the authorities on the 

osition of a lessee at common law with reference to the costs of a lease, 
if the lessor in this case had paid his selicitor’s bill and then sued the lessee 
he could not have recovered anything antecedent to the instructions for 
the lease, and in particular could not have recovered the fees paid to the 
mining expert. d the third party order did not alter or enlarge the scope 
of the liability upon the existence of which the order was based. This 
view was supported by in Re Negus (1895, 1 Ch. 73), of which the of 
idea seemed to be that even on a third party taxation the court was bou 
to look at the nature of the items, and to consider whether, — from the 
order, the applicant was under any liability to pay them. His lordship, 
in the result, referred the bill back to the taxing-master to revise his taxa- 
tion in accordance with this intimation.—Covnsg1, Fee, Q C , and Romer ; 
Vernon Smith, Q.C., and MacSwinney. Soxtcrrors, Robbins, Billing, $ Co. ; 
Bell, Brodrick, § Gray. 

(Reported by A. Giyxxe-Jones, Barrister-at-Law. | 


LAW SOCIETIES. 
INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY. 
Noricr. 
In pursuance of the resolution passed at the adjourned annual 
metting of the ‘society held the 15th of July, 1831, to the effect that 
meetings of the eociety should Le held in January and April, I am 


directed to inform you that a —o general meeting of the members of 
the society will be held in the hall of the society on Friday, the 25th of 


January, 1901, at 2 p.m. precisely. ? , : 
Members who desire to move resolutions should give notice of them to 


the secretary on or before the 3rd of January, 1901, as it will be necessary 
to include them in the notice convening the meeting. 


By Order, 
(Signed) E. W. Wirianson, Secretary. 
December 17, 1900. 


UNITED LAW SOCIETY. 


Dec. 17.—Mr. R. C. Nesbitt in the chair.—Mr. P. B. Walmsley moved : 
“‘That the House condemns the prohibition by the Legislature of women 
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from sitting as members of the new Borough Oouncils.’”” Mr. W. J. 
* Boycott opposed. There also spoke: Messrs. Workman, Hicks, Weigall, 
Champness, Tebbutt, Blake, and Williams. The motion was lost. 





PROPOSED ENGLISH INSTITUTE OF LEGAL ASSISTANTS. 


A large and influential meeting of solicitors’ clerks was held on Friday 
last in the rooms kindly lent for the occasion by the Incorporated Law 
Society of Liverpool, with the object of considering the question of formation 
of an association of solicitors’ clerke, barristers’ clerks, and other assistants 
of members of the legal profession, for the purpose of promoting the well- 
being of the members both collectively and individually, by the following 
means : 

(a) Assisting in giving an effective training in various departments of 
professional work and awarding certificates of proficiency ; 

(6) Finding new openings for the employment of trained legal 

istants ; 

(e) Increating the friendly relations now existing between employers 
and employed in the legal profession ; 

(d) Aiding unfortunate members and those dependent upon them ; 

(e) Promoting eocial intercourse between the members ; 

(f) Taking any other action that may appear desirable. 

Mr. Arruvr 8S. Maruer (president of the Liverpool Incorporated 
Society) presided, and spoke in favour of, and pointed out the advan- 
tages to be gained by, such an association. 

A number of letters from solicitors’ clerks in Birkenhead, Chester, 
Warrington, Southport, St. Helens, Wigan, and Runcorn were read 
expresting regret at not being able to attend, at the same time stating 
they approved of the object of the association and promising their 
support. 

After several clerks had spoken in favour of the a-sociation, it was 
unanimously resolved: ‘‘ That the meeting is of cpinion that it is desirable 
to appoint.a committee with authority to take such steps as may be neces- 
sary to amalgamate with other towns with the object of forming a branch 
of the English Institute of Legal Assi: tants.” 

A committee of fifteen was then appointed, and Mr. D. R. Middleton, 
of 6, Commerce. chambers, Lord-street, Liverpool, was appointed secretary. 

The meeting concluded with a vote of thanks to the chairman. 

We understand that the conveners of the meeting have every reason to be 
satisfied with the manner in which the proporal for the formation of the 
society was received, and they consider that if the same spirit prevails in 
other large towns the success of the scheme should be a:sured. The 
value of combination is so widely recc gnized by the legal profession (as is 
evidenced by the existence of the Bar Council, the Incorporated Law 


that there is reason to hope that, if a society on the lines proposed is 
formed, it will have the sympathy of both the bar and solicitors. 





BARRISTERS’ BENEVOLENT ASSOCIATION. 

The annual general meeting of this association was held on the 12th 
inst In the absence through illness of the Attorney-General, the chair 
was taken by Mr E. L. Leverr, Q C. 

Mr. R. B. D. Actanp, the hon. treasurer, read the annual report, which 





stated that the donations and subscriptions received during the year 
amounted to about £1,970. The late Sir Charles Hall had bequeathed to | 
the society the sum of £1,000. During the year 140 applications for 
aesistance were made, 119 being granted. The total amount distributed 
was £2,569. The committee regretted to report that the result of the 
investigation made by the accoun‘ants was to shew a deficiency in the cath 
balance of about £300. After careful consideration, the committee felt it 
their duty to dismiss the late assistant secretary, and prosecute him for 





embezzlement. The lo-s to the society was practically confined to the 
costs of the prosecution and the accountants’ charges, the cath deficiency 

g@ very nearly replaced by the amount received from the Guarantee | 
Society upon a policy of insurance for fidelity. 

The Cuarmman, in moving the adoption of the report and accounts, said 
that they had had a large number of applications for help during the 
year, and in nearly every case they had been able to afford some relief. 

Mr. Macrory, QC., seconded the motion for the adoption of the 
report, which was carried. 

Sir E. Crarxr, Q.C., in moving the election of a committee of manage- 
ment for the ensuing year, hoped that before long the society might be 
associated with the work of the General Council of the Bar, so that they 
might bring its claims a little more fally before the profession. 





The committee were appointed, and the auditors having been re-elected, 
the meeting closed with votes of thanks to the officials and chairman. | 








LAW STUDENTS’ JOURNAL. 
THE INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY. 
Honours Examixation.—Novemnen, 1900. 

At the Examination for Honours of candidates for Admiss‘on on the Roll 
of Solicitors of the Supreme Court, the Examination Committee recommended 
the following as being entitled to honorary distinction :— 

Finest Crass. 
[In order of Merit. } 

1, Witrrep Joun A>penson, B.A. (Oxon.), who served his clerkship with 

Mr. Henry Thomas Brown, of Chester; and Messrs, Busk, Mellor, & 


Norris, of London. 





2. Cuartes Ernest Horton, who served his clerkship with Mr. Arthur 
McDonall Hannay, of Liverpool. 

3. Ropert Hancock, B.A., B.C.L. (Oxon.), who served his clerkship with 
Messrs. Jerman & Thomas, of Exeter; and Messrs. Geare & Pease, of 
London. 

Segonp Cxass. 


[In Alphabetical Order. ] 


George Bertie Brooks, who served his clerkship with Mr. Alfred Robert 
Orton Gery, of London. 

Frederic Maurice Goadby, who served his clerkship with Mr. Henry 
Morten Turner, of the firm of Messrs. Sedgwick, Turner, & Oddie, of 
Watford; and Mr. Edmund Whitelock Reeves, of London. 

William Robinson Harrison, who served his clerkship with Mr. Edmund 
Barker, of the firm of Messrs. Harrison & Barker, of West Hartlepool. 

John William Hives, who served bis clerkship with Mr. Charles Craddock 
Underwood of the firm of Messrs. Underwood, Son, & Piper, of London. 

Arthur Ellis McConnan, who served his clerkship with Mr. Charles 
Edward Stevens, of the firm of Messrs. Alsop, Stevens, Harvey, & Crooks, 
of Liverpool. 

Thomas Smith Starkie, who served his clerkship with Mr. George Edward 
Hindley Maggs, of Batley. 

Elliott Crewdson Thomas, B.A., LL.B. (Camb.), who served his clerkship 
with Mr. Stephen Adye Raw, of the firm of Messrs. Bridges, Sawtell, & Co., 
of London, 

Howard Winnett, who served his clerkship with Mr. Charles Edward 
Halten, of Gravesend; and Messrs. Harries, Wilkinson, & Raikes, of 
London. 

Turrp Crass. 


[In Alphabetical Order. ] 


James Havel Bullock, who served his clerkship with Mr. George Davey 
Stibbard, deceased; and Mr. Andrew James Matthews Duncan, both of the 
firm of Messrs. Stibbard & Gibson, of London. 

Eric Clarke, who served his clerkship with Mr. George Parker Hinds, of 
Goudhurst ; and Messrs. Lee, Ockerby, & Everington, of London. 

George William Dampney, who served his clerkship with Messrs. Watts, 
of Yeovil; and Messrs Robins, Hay, Waters, & Hay, of London. 

Daniel John Davies, who served his clerkship with Mr. John Aeron 
Thomas, M P., of the firm of Messrs. Aeron, Thomas, & Co., of Swansea. 

Frank Morley Farmer, LL.B (Lond.), who served his clerkship with Mr. 
Joseph Henry Farmer, of Bootle; and Messrs. Sharpe, Parker, Pritchards, 
Barham, & Lawford, of Londov. 

George Percy Goodall, who served his clerkship with Mr, John Alfred 


Society, U.K , and the large number of local societies in the provinces), | Henderson Green, of the firm of Messrs. Green & Williams, of Nottingham. 


Hartley Graham, B.A. (Oxon.), who served his clerkship with Mr. George 
Frederick Saul, of the firm of Messrs. S. G. & G. F. Saul, of Car‘isle. 

John William Hallam, who served his clerkship with Mr. Arthur Wright, 
of the firm of Messrs. Wright & Marshall, of Birmingham 

Peter Berrie Henderson, B.A. (Oxon.), who served his clerkship with Mr. 
Henry Martin Holman, of the firm of Messrs. Parker, Garrett, & Holman, 
of London. , 

George William Windgate Morris, who served his clerkship with Mr. 
James Inskip, of the firm of Messrs. Press, Inskip, & Press, of Bristol. 

Thomas Howard Redfern, who served his clerkship with Mr. George 
Caarles Gardiner, of the firm of Messrs. Griffith & Gardiner, of London. 

Thomas Price Thomas, who served his clerkship with Mr. John Nash 
Leigh, of the firm of Messrs. Leigh & Harles, of Cardiff. 

The Council of the Incorported Law Society have according given Class 
Certificates and awarded the following prizes of books :— 

To Mr. Anderson—Prize of the Hon urable Society of Clement’s-ina— 
value about £10; and the Daniel Reardon Prize—value about 20 guineas. 

To Mr. Horton—The Prize of the Honourable Society of Clifford-inn— 
value 5 guineas, - 

To Mr. Hancock—The Prize of the Honourable Society of New-inn— 
value 5 guineas. : : 

To Mr. Eric Clarke—The John Mackrell Prize—value 12 guineas. 

The Council have given Class Certificates to the candidates in the Second 
and Third Classes. ? Maal 

Eighty-five candidates gave notice for the examination. 


EXAMINATIONS AT THE INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY IN 
THE YEAR 1900. 


Specrat Prizes Open To ALL CANDIDATES. 


Scott Scholarship.—Henry Gibson Rivington, B.A. (Oxon.), being, in the 
opinicn of the Council, the candidate best acquainted with the Theory, 
Principles, and Practice of Law, they have awarded to him the Scholarship 
founded by Mr. James Scott, of Lincoln’s-inn-fields. Mr. Rivington served 
his clerkship with Mr. Albert Gibson, of London, and obtained the prize 
of the Honourable Society of Clement’s-inn, the Daniel Reardon Prize, and 
the John Mackrell Prize, at the Honours Examination held in June 1900. 

Broderip Prize.—Fredzric Maurice Goadby, being firs? in order of merit, 





| and having shown himself best acquainted with the Law of Real Property 


and the Practice of Conveyancing, passed a satisfactory examination, and 
attained honorary distinction, the Council having awarded to him the prize 
consisting of a gold medal, founded by Mr. Francis Broderip, of Lincoln’s- 


|inn. Mr. Goadby served his clerkship with Mr. Henry Morten Turner, of 


Messrs. Sedgwick, Turner, & Oddie, of Watford ; and Mr. Edmund Whitelock 
Reeves, of London. 
Looat Prizes. 
Timpron Martin Prize for Candidates from Liverpool.—Arthur Ellis 
McOonnan, from among the candidates from Liverpool, who served two- 
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thirds of his period of service there, having passed the best examination and 
attained honorary distinction, the Council nave awarded to him the gold 
medal founded by Mr. Timpron Martin, of Liverpool, Mr. McConnan 
served his clerkship with Mr. Charles Edward Stevens, of the firm of Messrs, 
Alsop, Stevens, Harvey, & Crooks, of Liverpool, and obtained second class 
honours at the Honours Examination held in November, 1900. 

Atkinson Prize for Candidates from Liverpool or Preston, —Alfred Horswill 
Jackson, from among the candidates from Liverpool or Preston, having 
shewn himself best acquainted with the law of real property and the practice 
of conveyancing, otherwise passed a satisfactory examination, and attained 
honorary distinction, the Council have awarded to him the gold medal 
founded by Mr. John Atkinson, of Liverpool. Mr. Jackson served his 
clerkship with Mr. Joseph Cooper, of Preston, and obtained second class 
honours at the Honours Examination in January, 1900 

Birmingham Law Society’s Gold Medal.—The examiners reported that there 
.was no one qualified to take this prize. 

Birmingham Law Society s Bronze Medal.—Ernest Alfred Sheldon, being 
‘first in order of merit among the candidates who are articled to members of 
the Birmingham Law Society, and having attained honorary distinction, the 
‘Council have awarded to him the bronze medal of the Birmingham Law 
‘Society. Mr. She!don served his clerkship with Mr. Alfred Henry Coley, 
of the firm of Messrs. Coley & Coley, of Birmingham; and Mr. William 
Parkes Travis, of the firm of Messrs. Perry & Travis, of Stourbridge, and 
obtained second class hon.urs at the Honours Examination held in 
April, 1900, 

Stephen Heelis Prize for Candidates from Manchester or Salford.—The 
exstmiiners reported that there was no one qualified to take this prize. 

The Mellersh Prize.—Reginald Marr Brydone, B.A. (Oxon.), from among 
candidates who have been articled in the counties of Surrey or Sussex, or 
who are the:sons of solicitors who have resided or practised in either of those 
counties, having shewn himself best acquainted with the Law of Real Property 
sani the Practice of Conveyancing, the Council have awarded to him the prize 
founded by the late Mr. Robert Edmund Mellersh, of Godalming. Mr. 
Brydone is the son of Mr. H. G. Brydone, of Petworth, Sussex, and served 
his clerkship with Mr. Arthur Melmoch Walters, of the firm of Messrs. 
Walters, Deverell, & Co,, of London, and obtained the prize of the Honour- 
-able Society of New-inn at the Honours Examination held in January, 1900. 








LEGAL NEWS. 
APPOINTMENTS. 

Mr7®. F. Grrrarp, barrister (secretary to the Lunacy Commission), has 
een appointed one of the Commissioners in Lunacy, in the place of Mr. 
Frere, deceased. 

Mr. Laveence Morton Brown has been appointed Recorder of Glouces- 
ter, in the place of his Honour Judge Alfred Young, deceased 


Mr. R. F. Coxam, barrister, has been appointed Recorder of Croydon, in 
the place of the late Mr. R. G. Glenn. 


GENERAL. 


It is announced that Lord Roberts has accepted an invitation to dine at 
the Middle Temple on Tuesday, the 29th of January next, the Gra nd Day 
of Hilary Term. 

The Lord Chief Justice has fixed the following commission days 
for holding the winter assizes on the first part of the South-Eastern 
Circuit, viz.: Huntingdon, Saturday, the 12th of January; Oam- 
bridge, Tuesday, the 15th of January; Ipswich, Monday, the 21st of 
January ; Norwich, Saturday, the 26th of January; Chelmstord, Tuesday, 
the 5th of February. After Chelmsford the Lord Chief Justice will return 
to town, and Mr. Justice Grantham will take the second part of the 
circuit. 

The Lord Obief Justice, Lord O’Brien, made, says the New Irish Jurist, 
an appeal in his court on last Monday fir good humour. His lordship 
was presiding at the hearing of an action for negligence of a somewhat 
technical character, and counsel were fencing over the decided cases. 
‘Look here,’’ said Lord O’Brien, ‘‘let us preserve our good humour; 
‘believe me, there is nothing in life half so useful as good humour,” and 
counsel on both sides at once concurred, and the case proceeded in that 
harmonious and pleasant manner which usually characterizes the hearing 
of causes in the Lord Chief Justice’s court. 

In reply to a resolution of the Association of Chambers of Commerce, 
asking for an inquiry into the grievances of merchants and others with 
respect to the state of the law affecting trade-marke, Mr. F. J. S. 
Hopwood writes (says the Zimes), ‘‘ 1 am to acquaint you that while, as at 
present advised, the President of the Board of Trade is not prepared to 
initiate trade-mark legislation next Seesion, he would be happy to give 
consideration to the proposals in the Trade-marks Bill ifit were introduced 
as a private member’s Bill, and he would also, in order to insure inquiry, 
carefully consider the propriety of consenting to a reference of the Bill to 
a Select Committce.”’ 

Mr. A. Waterhouse, the eminent architect, writes to the Zimes s'ating 
that: “It is, I understand, in contemplation to bring forward the new 
offices of the Land Registry (sixty feet high with two storeys in the roof) 
to within four feet of the public footway [in Lincoln’s-inn- fields], that is to 
fay, projecting into the forecourt twenty-eight feet beyond the general 
building line. This would, undoubtedly, in itself materially interfere 
With the public gardens in the centre of the square, and would, I conceive, 
pave the way for the owners of all the other houses on the south side to do 
the same thing and so reduce the value of the gardens as a sunny and 
breezy recreation ground,”’ 








Mr. Justice Wright has fixed the following commission days for holding 
the winter assizes on the Oxford Circuit, viz : Reading—Wednesday, 
January 30; Oxford—Saturday, February 2; Worcester--Wednesday, 
February 6; Gloucester—Tuesday, February 12; Monmouth—Tuesday, 
February 19; Hereford—Saturday, Fevruary 23; Shrewsbury—Wednes- 
day, February 27; Stafford—Wednesday, March 6; Birmingham— 
(probably) Wednesday, March 13. Mr. Justice Wright will go round the 
circuit alone until Stafford is reached, when he will be joined by Mr. 
Justice Phillimore. At the conclusion of the business at Stafford Mr. 
Justice Wright will return to London, and Mr. Justice Paillimore will 
proceed to Birmingham, where he will join Mr. Justice Ridley. 


The Master and Fellows of Gonville and Caius College, Cambridge, 
entertained at dinner, on Saturday last, Mr. Justice Joyce, Honorary 
Fellow and formerly Fellow of the college, on his appointment to a judge- 
ship in the High Oourt of Chancery. Among the guests were the new Master 
of Peterhouse and other Masters of Colleges, professors, and many non- 
resident members of the college mainly connected with law. And on 
Monday the learned judge was entertained at a complimentary dinner at 
the Café Royal by a number of his former pupils, in celebration of his 
recent appointment to the bench. Mr. Hughes, Q.C., presided, and 
among those present were Mr. Wedderburn, Q.0., the Hon. Frank Russell, 
the Hon. Walter Lindley, Mr. R. J. Parker, Mr Guthrie, Mr. Clauson, 
Mr. Stirling, and Mr. 8. Joyce. 

Juries, says the St. James’s Gazette, have more than once added to the 
gaiety of cities by their curious verdicts, and the strange decision of a 
Cheleea jury the other day does not stand alone. A Welsh coroner not 
long ago recorded a verdict ou the death of a woman that she “fell into 
the Glamorganshire canal, whereby she died, and being of unsound mind 
did kill herself.” A leicester jury was even more inexplicable. It 
returned a verdict of ‘‘ wilful murder’’ against a u.an, but added a rider 
to the effect that the jury did not believe he intended to kill the victim ! 
But both these ‘‘ good twelves and true ’’ must give first place to the jury 
which arrived at an amazing decision in a case of damages for negligence. 
The jury found that a man fell downstairs in the dark, but agreed that 
the darkness was not due to the defendant’s negligence. The plaintiff 
was, nevertheless, awarded £5, and it was suggested that the employer 
should erect a notice warning persons against falling down the stairs— 
presumably in the dark! 








THE PROPERTY MART. 
RESULT OF SALE. 
Reversions anp Lire Po.icrzs. 


Messrs. H. E. Foster & Cranrievp held their last Periodical Sale (No. 681) of the year 
(and century) at the Mart, E.C., on Thursday, when the major portion of the lots offered 
were sold. There was keen competition for Lot 5 (described below), which was sold for 
£3,750. The total of the Sale was £7,290. 

REVERSIONS : 
Absolute to One-fifth of about £982, and Four-fifteenths of £133 ; £ 
life 74 coe oes on - Bold 125 


Absolute to One-sixth of £5,373 ; life 67 a “a ie” ee 425 

To Thirty-three-Sixty-fourths of £7,110; six lives, $1 to 61... oe » 1,530 

Absolute to One-sixteenth of £146,021 ; life 57 we Ans call » 93,750 
LIFE POLICIES: 

For £1,000 ; life 66 ... pak oon own oe mn ~_ sie a 460 

For £2,000; lifeé1 ... oad on ete tan ie a ae » 1,000 








WINDING UP NOTICES. 
London Gazette.— Frivay, Dec. 14. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Liwirep in Cuancery. 


Coveystry Wares. Co, Liwrrep—Creditors are required, on or before Jan 26, to send 
their names and a and the alars of their debts or claims, to Joseph 
Ashley, Bishop st, Coventry, Maédogks Coventry, solor for liquidator 

F. J. Jones & Co (Custer), Liurtep —Creditors are required, on or before Jan 22, to send 
their names and adi and the ars of their cebts or c’'aims, to Edward Noel 
Humphreys, Chester. Walker & Co, Chester, solors to liquidator 

Hawesnree Brick Anp Trix Co, Limrrep — Peta for up, presented Dec 10, directed 
to be heard on Jan 16. Kings'ord & Co, 23, Essex st, Strand, for Harvey & Clarke, 
Leicester, solors for petners. Notice of appearing must reach the above-named not later 
than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of Jan 15 

J. 8 Leacu & Co, Limrrsp—Creditors are required. on or before Jan 31, to send their 
names and addressea, and the of their debts or claims. to Edward Wynne 
em Hilton House, Preteth, Lancs. Salomonsoa & Smith, Manchester, solers to 
jauidator 

Jama Warp & Co (Suerriztp), Luanmrep (ix Votuntary Liguipariox)—OCreditars are 
required, on or before Jan 31, to send their names aad addresses, and particulars of 
their debts or claims, to Frederick Bedford. Queen st chmbrs, Sheffield 

Mip-Kent Coa. 8ynpicats, Lintrpo—Oreditors are rt on or before Jan 19, to 
send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to William 
H. Pannell, 13, Basinghall st 

Rosen’s, Linrrep—Creditors are required, on or before Dec 31, to send in their names and 
addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Thomas Frederick Armstrong, 
89, Gresham st. James & Mellor, 12, Coleman st, solors to liquidator 

Ryuer & Sons, Limrrep—Creditors are required, on or before Jan 31, to send their 
nams and a and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Francis Drake 
Leslie and Charles Gasquet, 35, Church st, Cambridge circus. Gasquet & Metcalfe, 92, 
Great Tower st. solors for liquidators 

8. Know.irs & Co, Liurrro - Creditors are uired, on or before Jan 15, to send their 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Evan i 
41, John Dalton st, Manchester. Addileshaw & Co, Manchester, solors to liquidator 

Suaw Broruers (Coventry), Liurrep—Creditors are required, on or before Jan 24, to 
send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Thomas 
Mason Daffern, Little Park st, Coventry. Maddocks, Coventry, solor for liqaidator 

Wiean Trorrixne ann Aruteric Grounps Co, Liurrep—Creditors are uired, on or 
before Jan 15, to their names and addr sses, N their debts 
and claims, to Frederick Arrowsmith, Newsham bldgs, 19, King st, Wigan 

London Gaszetie.—Turspay, Deo. 18 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Luorep m CHarorer. 
Garsx & Co, Luursp (Jobmasters)—Peta for winding up, presented Deo 11, directed to 
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be heard Jan 16. Nowell, 27, Chancery Jane, solor for petner. Notice of appearing 
must reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of Jan 15 

Hanprogrn Bieacuine Co, Lontrp—Creditors are required, on or before Jan 29, to send 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Thomas 
William Handley, 44, Booth st, Manchester . 

Havraki (N Z ) Assocratep Gotp Mines, Lonrep—Creditors are required, on or before 
Feb 1, to gend their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 
William Antrobus ne Finsbury House, Blomfield st. Beale & Payne, 22, Budge 
row, Cannon st, solors to liquidator 

Inxpate Bieacu Works Co, Lintep—Creditors are required, on or before Jan 3', to 
send their names and ad¢resses, and the p:rticulars of their debts or claims to Ed ward 
Paterron. 45, Spring grdns, Manchester Orford & Sons, Manchester, solors to liquidator 

Lye Co, Luutep (OLp Compayy) (Votustary LiquipaTion For Purposes or REcox- 
STRUCTION ONLY) - Creditors are required. cn or before Jan 18, to send their names «nd 
addresses, and the perticulars of their debts or claims, to Ravmond Crane 54, Gresham st 
Armitage & Strouts,;Monument Station bldgs, eolors to liquidator 

Macroom axp Disteict Erectric LicutixsG SyypicaTe Limirep—Creditors are required, 
on or before Jan £9, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their 
debts or claims, to Henry Shaw, 43, Rosamond st East, Manchester. Lawson & Co, 
Manchesjer, solors to Jiquidator 

Recorpixe Tevecrapss, Limirzp—By an order made by Wright, J, dated Nov 21. it was 
ordered that the voluntary winding up of the Recording Telegraphs Limited, be con- 
tinued. Maddisons, 6, Old Jewry, solors for petners 

Raga Ixsutite Synvicatez, Limitep—Petn for winding up, presented on Dec 14, directed 
to be heard on Jan 16. Linklater & Co, 2, Bond ct, Walbrook, solors for petners. 
Notice of appearing must reach Messrs Linklater & Co not later than 6 o’clock in the 
afternoon of Jan 15 

Roya Oak or Haveaki, Luutzo—Creditora are required, on or before Jan 31, to send 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims to Edward 
William Fellgate, 63 and 64. New %road st 

San Czprian Ratuway axp CouiErrzs Co, Limitep—Creditors are required, on or before 
Jan 25, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, 
to William Barclay Peat, 3, Lothbury 

Srarrorpsuire OrcuestRaL Co, Limitep —Creditors are required, on or before Tuesday, 
Jan 1, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 
Richard Ecroyd Clark, 17, Albion st, Hanley. Jackson, solor fur liquidator 


FRIENDLY SOCIETIE3 DISSOLVED. 
Buackiey Cuvurcn Frizxpiy Society, Blackley Church Sunday school, Blackley, Man- 
chester. Nov 27 
Briakxennatt Worxinc Mew’s Crvs, 14 and 15, Moor st, Blakenhall, Wolverhampton, 
Stafford. Dec 4 


CampripcE Buitpers, Limitep, Friendly Societies Institute, Cambridge Dec 4 
Lovers or Ziox Cotosization Society, Luurep, 59, Brick lane, Spitalfields. Dec 5 








CREDITORS’ NOTICES. 


UNDER ESTATES IN CHANCERY. 
Last Day or Cram. 
London Gazette.—Fripay, Dee. 7. 
Auuzx, Witttam, Ancoats, Manchester, Engineer Jan 7 Allen v Allen, Registrar, 
Manchester Edgar, Booth st, ioe - ; 
Mavor, Percy Wit114m, 8t Helen’s gins, North Kensington, Engineer Jan 23 Mavor 
v Mavor, Byrne, J Rye, Golden sq 
London Gazetie,—Fripay, Dec. 14, 
Fresca, Witiiam Henney, Ashford, Kent, Gent Jan9 Mowll v French, Cozens-Hardy, J 
Hallett & Co, Ashford 
Hvratey, Arcnzoip, Grittleton rd, Maida Vale, Retired Builder Jan 25 Molin v 
Hurley, Kekewick, J Chapman. Clifford’s inn 
Laweexcez, Bexsamin, Weston super Mare, Gent Jan 10 
y,J Trethowan, Salisbury, Wil 
Bepuax, Josxrn Hexry, Wimpole st, Dental Surgeon Jan 14 Warton v Redm 
Kekewich, J Keith, Chancery In -_ 


London Gaszette.—Tvuxspar, Dec. 18, 
ox - 9 ee In, Durham, Farmer Jan 11 Nicholeon y Scott 


Warman v Lawrence, Cozens- 


UNDER 22 & 23 VICI. CAP. 35. 
Last Day or Cratm. 
Lendon Gazette.—Tvrspay, Dec 4, 
Axcurs, Bicuarp, Little Bourton,Oxon Jan4 Fairfax, Banbury 
Bartxy, Mary Axx, Preston Dec 22 Blackhurst, Preston 
Besrusit, Rev Octavius Antuur, Sherborne, Dorset Dec 31 Preston & Co, Lincoln’s 
inn fields 


es — ow WitttaM pz La Porn, Sevenoaks, Kent Jan 8 Powell & Burt, St 
within’s 
Boras, Exizaszru, Rothbury, Northumberland Jan 31 Brown & Son, Newcastle on 


Boorn, Wi1114m, Shipley, Auctioneer Dec 31 Morgan & Morgan, Shipley 

Cutty, Ciara, Haslemere, Surrey Jani White, Guildford 

Crowsze, fornia, Kensington Dec21 Sandilands & Co, Famchurch av 

Deaxe, Evwanrv, Winchester Dec 29 Barnes, Kingsclere, Newbury 

Dvuouonz, Fuascie Saxvrs, Monbasa, Eas: African Protectorate Jan 1 Martin, 


Basinghall st 
Evaxs, Cuances, Lianfair-Caereivion, Montgomery Dec 20 Woosnam, Newtown 
Hextox. Hzsuy, Nateby, nr Garstang, Lancs, Estate Agent Dec 

. ng. ’ gen 2 Wea 


Foup, Sates Winesen, Portemouth, Solicitor Dec 31 Ford & Ford, Outer Temple, 


For, Tuouss, Birkenhead, Chemist Jan 15 Lamb & Co, Birkenhead 
Giatisc Joux Weiree, Thorrington Hall, Eesex, Farmer Dec 2) Howard & &o, 
Colchest-r 


Guipsns, Ectex Worsry, Stafford pec 22 Hsnd & Co, Stafford 

Joxrs, Kow snp Srewart, Bhipowner, Brighton Dec 28 Peacock & Co, Liverpool 
Keansiey, Wittian, Cleveland, York, Miller Dec 31 Carrick, Btokesley 

KErx, Avovervs Coorxn, Wilton pl, Belgrave #q Dec 28 Durham & Co, Arundel st, 


Kivuas, Janes, Henlow, Bedford Decl5 Hawkins & Co, Hitchin, Herts 
Kiser, Farvrnicn Witiian, Brighton Jan14 Surr & Co, Abchurch In 
Mc"oxseit, Loxs, Bournemouth Dee 1 Prior, Norwich 


Mitnt ~ Jouurnu, Mariborough, Wilts Jan 15 Philipson & Turnbull, Newcastle upon 
pue 


cam, ae Joux, Buxton, Wine Manufacturer Jan 8 Dendy & Patterson, 

ani 

Mouter, George, Bexley, Kent Jan15 Savery & Stevens, Fen ct, Fenchurch st 

Newsovutp, Joun, Alvechurch, Worcester, Tailor Dec 28 Tunbridge, Redditch 

Newt, Mary, Devonport Dec 25 Graves, Plymouth 

Owen, Tuomas, Tavarnanbach. Brecon Dec18 Spencer, Tredegar 

Parker, Epwarp Howarp, Falbeck Heath, Lincoln, Farme: 

Thompson, Lincoln oS 

Ports, Gzorce CatpEr, Gateshead, Durham, Wine and Spirit Merchant 

Swinburne, Gat shead 

Rete, eae Henry, West Kensington Dec 31 Welman & Sons, Southampton st, 
loomsbury 

SueweEt, Miss Octavia, Che'tenbam Jan15 Winterbothams & Gurney, Cheltenham 

Suir, Gzorar, Sutton Coldfield, Warwick Jan1 Lewis & Sons, Walsall 

Suirn, Witu14m Bristol, Merchant Jan 15 Miller & Son, Bristol 

SnarrH, Jous, Lanchester, Durham, Licensed Victualler Dec 31 Balleny, Consett 

Sperain, ALFrep. Bitton. Glos, Farmer Jan12 Stanley & Co, Bristol 

Swirt, Anna, Lincoln Fe>1 Hebb, Liacola 

Tay.or, Jonx Wiii1aM, Smethwick, Stafford, Brewer Jan7 Glaisyer & Co, Birmingham 

Tirvany, Saran, Leeds Dec31 Beldon & Ackroyd, Bradford 

Waite Exiza, Wimborne. Dorset Jan 51 Lawrence & Sons, Raymond bidgs 

Vaan inp Norbiton, Surrey Jan 4 Cronin & Son, Soutnampton st, 
io omsbury 

Wireman, James Freperick, Stafford Febi Paddock & Sons, Hanley 

Wittrams, Ann, Rotnerham, York Dec19 Gichard Rotherham , 

Weert. Henry Witiiam, King’s Heath, Worcester Dec 25 Herd & Nutt, Bir- 

miogham 

Woop, Wixi1am Dyson, Oxford, Surgeon Jan8 Peppercorn, Oxford 

Wericut, Jamzs Epwarp Haxson AgrowsmiTa, Stevenage, Herts, Bill Broker 

Harwood & Stepheason. Lombard st 

Yownas bk aa Francis Josrrpn Hexton, Herts Jan 12 Hawks & Co, Borough 


Dec 31 Andrew & 


Jan 18 


Jan 21 


London Gazette.—Fripay, Dec. 7. 


Arxinson. Exiza. Great Marlow, Bucks Jani12 Sparks & Blake, Crewkerne 

BickLeY, Evizabets, Exeter Jan7 Sparkes & Co, Exeter 

Borper, Aticzk Barrowon Humber Jan 16 Nowell & Co, Barton on Humber 

B xsgy, Ricnarp, Ashton under Lyne Jan5 Richards & Hurst, Ashton under Lyne 

Bortoy, Epwarp, Cropredy, Oxf rd, Farrier Dec 24 Stockton & Sons, Banbury 

Brapiey, Thomas Llangefni, Anglesey Jan 25 Lawson & Co. Manchester 

CarRoii, WALTER GzorGe WILLIAM, Cityrd Dec3i Ginn & Matthew, Cambridge 

Ciarxe, Mary. Byfield, Northamptoa Dec 381 WF & W Willoughby Daventry 

Constantine, Ropert, Middlesbrough Jan 5 Crump & Son, Philpot lene 

Coorsr, Mary, Meonstoke, Southampton Dee 81 Gater, Bishop's Waltham 

Crump, Sanan, Liverpool Dec 19 Read & Brown, a : 

Evans, “anoLineE, Moreton Hampstead, Devon Jan1 Lloyd & Roberts, Ruthin 

Evans, Cuanves, Lianfair Caereinion, Montgome Dec 20 Woosnam, Newtown 

site = a UHARLES, Hoxton, Licensed Victualler Jan5 Batchelor & Cousins, 
‘albroo 

Francis, Saran, Cambridge Jan14 Ginn & Matthew, Cambridge 

Fry, Ruopa Trypuena, Southampton Dec31 FI & JC Warner, Winchester 

GopsBaLt, ALFseD, Ipswich, M x Jan7 King, Ipswich 

Goopatt, ExizapetH, Sandbach Cheater Feb1 FJ & C Poole, Widnes 

Govan, Jony Hitt, Souldern, Oxford, Barrister Jan14 Pellatt & Pellatt, Banbury 

Goynz, James, Chacewater, Cornwall, Mining Engineer Dec18 Paull, Truro 

Granam, Miss Mary Ayn, St Leonards on Nea Jan1 Hunter & Haynes, New sq 

Guiiz, Hexry Stevens Lz Mancnant, Crowahill, nr Plymouth Jan 1 Stubbs, Old 


ewry 
marnss, ~~ Avausting, Clevedon, Somerset, Surgzon Den‘ist Jan 10 Sturge, 


ris' 

Hewitt, 8anau Any, West Bromwich Jan15 Evans, Walsall 

Hit, WitiiaM Epaunp, Tottenham Cou t 1d, Dental Surgeon Jan 21 Rooke & Sons, 
Lincoln’s inn fields 

Howankp, Epwarp Jonny, Cardiff Jan19 Downing & Hanicock, Cardiff 

Hype, Josepn, Sedgley, Stafford Jant J & L Clark, West Bromwich 

Innes, Jonn Mac, South Hackney Jan5 Christian, Leyton, Essex 

Jackson. Sanan, Kings Norton, Worcester Jan2i Mason & Son, Birmingham 

Keast, Jupira, Felixetowe, Suffolk Jani Leighton & Vo, Felixstowe 

Lewis, Witi14M, Hereford Dec3i Wallis, Hereford 

Love, Mary Anne, Brixton Jan21 Rooke & Sons, Lincoln’s inn fields 

MansHa.t, Joz, Huddersfield Jani10 Hirst, Southport 

Mansnaty, Wititam Carver, Huddersfield Jan10 Hirst, Southport 

Mezavows,. Tuomas Parker Walton on Thimes Jan1 Hunter & Hayne:, New sq 

Morecan, Davin Isaac, Clydach, Glam, Draper Dec17 Jones, Swansea 

Morris, Heesent, Pentrenant, Montgomery Jani Harrison & Wional, Welshpool 

eaten oo Freperick, East Harnham, Wilts, Farmer Dec24 Hoddiog & Jackson, 
Salisbury 

Prirouarp, Mary. Pontniwynydd, Monmouth Jani19 Dauncey, Tredegar 

mes Joun Batpry, New Cross rd, Civil Engineer Jan 19 Rivi n & Bon, 

‘enchu' 

Rooke, Exisan, Handsworth, Wire Worker Jani12 Newey & Son, Birmingham 

Rutt, Anraur, Ramsgate Dec 31 Sankey, ate 

Sarcent, Sagan Ann, Plumstead, Kent Jan5 Sampson, Queen st 

Soity, CaTuerine Exizapets, Montague st, Poitman sq Jan 7 Rooper & Whately, 
Lincoln’s inn fields 

Spatpine, Ann, Kingston on Thames Jan 15 Marsh & Co, Kingston on Thames 

Srrpmay, Hagry, Walsall, Painter Jan 15 Evans, Walsall 

Sreruens, Wittiam Heyry, ag ee Janl5s AG& WG Heaven, Bristol 

Tayion, Grorrzey Cuive, West Didsbury, nr Manchester Jan 20 Foyster & Oo, 


Manchester 
es Henry Witi1Am Repman, Deal, Kent, China Dealer Feb8 Brown & Brown, 
ie 
Venrcettz, Jonn Tuomas, Glinton, Normanton, Northampton Jan 7 Percival & Son, 
Peterborough 





4 
Warxins, Many, Raglan, Monmouh Jan31 Watkios & Co, Pontypool 
Wartxiss, Wiit1am, Thornton Heath, Surrey Jan7 Dale & Co, Cornhill 
Warsos, Mancanet, Penrith Jani2 Cant & Fairer, Penrith 
Weuneron, the Most Noble Henny, Duke of, Apsley House, Piccaditly Jan 156 Farrer 
Co, Linooln’s inn flelds 
Wit.1aMs, Rooen, Llandudno, Builder Dec 31 Bellis, Llandudno 
Wiyrze, Faancis Joun, Kingston upon Hull Jan7 Wilson & Sons, Hull 





Wuy Pay Rent ?—A Mortgage Policy is offtred by the Scorris# 
Temrexance Live Orrice over approved Housa Property, repayable by 
half yearly instalments, which may be less than the rent. A great feature 
is that in event of death, the house becomes entirely free for the family. 
Mortgage expenses borne by the Company. Full prospectuses, etc., ab 
London Office, 96, Queen. street, Cheapaida—(Anve/| 


Waxknino To inTENDING House Purcnuassns AND Lussexs.—Before pur- 
chasing or renting a house have the Sanitary Arrangements thoroughly 
Examined, Tested, and Reported upon by an Expert from The Sanitary 
Engineering Co. (H. Carter, C.E., Manager), 65, Victoria-street, West- 
minster. Fee quoted on receipt of full particulars. Kstablished 25 








years. Telegrams, ‘‘ Sanitation,’’ London.—[Ap \ 
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BANKRUPTCY NOTICES. 
London Gazette.—Fripay, Dec, 14. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. * 


Brapsuen, Arruur, Eccles, Lancs, Commission Agent 
Salford Pet Dec 12 Ord Dee 12 

Bream, CHARLES, Leicester, Corn Dealer Leicester Pet 
Dec 12 Ora Dec 12 

BurTox, FREDERICK anen, Gracechurch st High Court 
Pet Nov10 Ord Decl 

Dowmstt, 24 James Hosmer, Geter Canterbury Pet Dec 12 
Ord 1 


2 

BUTLER es & Co, Finsbury “4, Wine Merchants 
High Vourt Pet Nov19 Ord Dec 

Py ae Leeds, Dressmaker " Leeds Pet Dee 11 
Ord Dec 1 

Coox, sms Chaxiton, Hants, Baker Salisbury Pet Dec 11 
Ord D 


Cowman, dal Whitehaven, + eee Keeper White- 
haven Pet Dec10 Ord Dec 1 
Cox, amy Elmdon, a, China Dealer Cambridge 
Pet Dec 12 Ord Dec 1 


Hg ge nl Branscombe, Beer, Devons, 
Naval Pensioner Exeter Pet Decil Ord Dec lil 
GzaincER, Rosert, Manchester, Painter chester ket 

Decli Ora 1 
Groves, Tom, Blackpool, Mechanic Lecds Pet Dec 11 
Ord Dec 11 


Harpwick, THomas, Upper Ponte, Tobacconist Ed- 
monton Pet Dec10 Ord Dec 1 

Hick, WALTER Joun, and Roserr ante, Leeds, Joiners 
Leeds PetDec12 Ord Dec 12 

Horxixs, Toomas, Gray’s inn rd, Innkeeper Aberystwith 
Pet Dec1l Ord Dec il 

Lanetzy, CABLES, Burnley, Tram Engine Driver 
Burnley Pet Dec 12 Ord Dec 12 

ay yd Ress, om Glam, Rollerman Neath 
Pet Dec 10 Ord Dee 1 

McKiz, Joun ApoLru, i Comedian High Court 
Pet Dec 11 Ord Dee 11 


MazspEN, ALGERNON MoszEs, Petvaielt st, Merchant 
High Court Pet Oct 9 Ord Dec 11 

Marrurws, Davin, — = lis, Mon, Miner Tredegar 

ri Pet Deo 10 Ord Deo xn ‘ees 

WEN, GRIFFITH eg A + m, Builder 
Pontypridd Pet Des 10 Ord Dec 

Pacz, JosiaH, Gosport, Baker S.A Pet Dec 12 

dg Brickla: irming 

ALMER, WiLL1aM, Worcester, Bric er Bi ham 
Pet Dec 10 Ord Dec 10 . 

PILKINGTON, CHARLES ted Sheffield Sheffield Pet Dec 
11 Ord Dec 11 

Pinxuam, James, Abergwynfl, Glam, Collier Neath Pet 
Dec 10 Ord Dec 10 

Porrer, Harry Cuaruiz, Brighton, Licensed Victualler 
Brighton Pet vec 10 Ord Dec 10 

Rozerts, R E, Catford, Builder Greenwich Pet Nov 21 
Ord Dec 11 

Rovurteper, James, Carlisle, Licensed Victualler Carlisle 
Pet Dec12 Ord Dec12 

Scort, Roszrt Tuomas, “Cambridye, Naturalist Cam- 
bridge Pet Dec 10 Ord Dee 1 

Sarre, JonN FLETCHER, gs Bhields Newcastle on 
Tyne Pet Dec6 Ord Dec 

Suaw, Ennest, Oldham, Merchant Tailor Oldham Pet 
Aug 29 Ord Sept 14 

Sura, STUART Guano E, Leoie Commission Agent Leeds 
Pet Dec 11 Ord Dec 1 

Srupps, AxTHUR yg fe Grocer Leeds Pet Dec 11 

: ord — ll r 

‘AYLoR, Satvin Tuomas, Worsbro’ Dale, Coal Miner 
Barnsley Pet Dec 10 Ord Dec 10 Bs 

Weston, James, Ipswich, Baker Ipswich Pet Dec 10 

W Ord D = 10 rr. 

nITE, Hucury Tom, Caegraig, Ne dach, Glam, Fitter 
Neaih Pet Dec 10 Ord Dee ¥! 4 


FIRST MEETINGS, 


Baey, James, and Cuampers Josern Frevps, Kingston 
upon Hull, builders Dec 21 at 12 Off Reo, Trinity 
House In, Hull 

Baurorp, James, Rochdale, ao Manufacturer Dec 
21at11.15 Townhall, Rochdal 

Bagnrs, ARTHUR ALFRED, Reigate, Butcher Dec 21 at 12 
24, Railway app, London Bridge 

Beynert, Jan®, and MARGARET Bryvyett, Preston, Fan 
Drapers Dec 21 at 3.30 Off Rec, 14, Chapel ~ 4 
Preston 

Biacktever, Jonn Exnest, Unstone, Derby, Teacher Dec 
2iat315 Angel Hotel, Chesterfield 

a, Cuares, Leicester, Corn Dealer Dec 22 at 3.30 

ff Rec. 1, serridge st, ‘Leicester 

eng Wanrsen. Parkstone, Dorset Dec 22 atl Off 
Rec, Endless st, Salisb 

CHARLES, Q@zonar WILLIA a tester, Cycle Agent Jan 8 at 
ll The case. Exeter 

Cotyer, Groncr, Winton, Hants, Grocer Deo 22 at 12,30 
Off Reo, Endless st, Salisbury’ 

Deax, Ion sae Bartixert, Branscombe, Beer, Devon, Naval 
pncloner Jan 3 at 10.80 Off Rec, 13, Bedford circus, 
OCK, ALFRED, and Harry Dimmock, Toddi 
Farmers Deco 22 at 12,30 Of Ren Beige et tena 


Eve.zich, Wiitiam Groner Glam, Collier 
2latl2 186, High st, aenkers erisan z 
Frarurnstone, WILLIAM ARTHUR, Molton aaer Mowbray, Grocer 
~ Dec 2lat3 Ott Reo, 1 Berridge st, Leicester 
mame, Davin, Stockport, Joiner Deo 21 at 10.45 Off 
» County chmbra, Market gl, 8) 
Basse, Sion wT ak Town, Leather Dealer Dec 28 at 
Histep, Harry ating fe ng Licensed Victualler Deo 
Boe _% Reo, 68, —- Canterbury 
5 THUR a ’ 
Purnia BRAHAM eston iH Tamlyn, 


ot 
her Dec 21 at 11 WH 
ter 





Hadleigh, Ice Merchant Dec 28 at 12 
Carey st 
house Keeper Dec 


Jounson, GEORG: 


Kemp, Euiza. 
2lat1230 Off Endless st, bury 
— Witi1uay, Ewe Sree. _— Dee 21 at 12.30 
app, 
Leary, Joun Henry, Liverpool me 2 ati2 Off Rec, 35, 
Victoria st, Liver, 


a W, sen, Mild rd Dec 21 at 11 Bankruptcy 
8 

Mo.yyevx, mans J rer at. Jeweller Dec 21 at3 
Off Rec, 14, Chapel st 

Aubert HENRY, : ioe East Smithfield, 
a Dec 28 at 11 Bankruptcy bidgs, 

Mose ty, sane Lewis, Regent st, Surgeon Dentist 
Jan 2 at 230 ete ee Se 


er ree Gosport, er 21 at 38 Off Rec, 
unc, 7 th 
eee bridge j igh . 
Dee 


Monytix, 


Wim James, Lanes, 

21 atl _> Nicholas st, gon 

Porter, Harry CHARLIE, Licensed Victualler 
Jan 3 at 1030 Off Kec, 4, wvilign bldgs, Brightcn 

Rexcz, Wii114m Rosert, Carlton hill, Licensed Appraiser 
Dee 28at12 Bankruptcy bldgs. Carey st 

Ricuarps, Jonny H, Aberavon. Baker Dec 21 at 11.45 
Off Rec, 3:, Alexandra rd, Swansea 

Scorr, Wit1am Hareison, end Tom Frayxisn, Ki 
upon Hull, Builders Dec 21. at 11.30 Off Reo, ity 
House ln, Hull 

SeRseant, Francis Grorce, Lo oe rd, Grocer Dec 21 
at1l Bankruptcy Carey 

Suarpg, Joun Fietcuer, South Biicids, Grocer’s Assistant 

at il Off Rec, 80, Mosley st, Newcastle on 

Water Manu- 


Tyne 
SuItitincrorD. Wii.14M, Reading, Mineral 
facturer Dec 22 at 12 Queen’s Hotel, 
Lace Manufacturer Dec 
Temple av 


Surrn, Wiii1aM Sipvey, Enflel 
2tat12 Room 6u, Te uple 

Srocxiey, Tuomas Epwarp, Gutter In, Cheapside, Agent 
Dec 31 at 12 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

Tatton, ALrreD, Preston, Draper Dec 21 at 2.30 Off Rec, 
14 Chapelst, Preston 


TaraxsTove, Txomas, Harpham, Ly ag pieces Dec 
Qlatll Off Kee, Tcivity House ln, Hi 

Vaz, Corxetius Ricnarp, Swansea, al Dec 21 
at 12.30 Off Rec, 21, Alexandra rd, Swansea 


Wwaniag co ee Builder Dec 3lati1l1 Bankruptcy 

8, y st 

Wuerier, Pay Weymouth, Journeyman Carpenter 
Dec 21 at 1130 Junction Hotel. Dorchester 

Witry, Henry, South Wigston, Leicester Dec 21 at 12 

Off Rec, 1, Berridge st, Leicester 

Wixter, WILi14m, Caterham Valley, Surrey, Coal Merchant 
Dec 21 at 11.30 24, Railway app, on Bridge 

Wonrsiey, Jenniz, Manchester Dec 21 at 12 Bankruptcy 


bldgs, Carey st 
ADJUDICATIONS. 


Brapsury, Arruur, Eccles, laoe, Commission Agent 
Salford Pet Dec 12 Ord Dec 1 

Bream, Cuartes. Leicester, Corn ‘Dealer Leicester Pet 
Dec 12 Ord Dec 12 

Browntow, W H. Sheffield, Builder Sheffield Pet Nov 
17 Ord Dec 11 

BusHELL, JAMES yop ion Brickmaker Canterbury 
Pet Dec 12 Ord Dec 

Cuapwick, Fanny, lm , Leeds Pet Dec 11 
Ord Dee 11 


Cuiverton, Frank, Megat, Oil Merchant Newport Pet 
Nov 27 O:d Nov 

Cook. Jouy Chariton, ‘Hants, Baker Salisbury Pet Dec 
11 Ord Dee 11 

Cowman, Saran, Whitehaven, je keeper White- 

o — Pet - Ord Dec | 

ox, Josren, Elmdon, Essex, Cambridge 

Pet Dec12 Ord Deo 12 

Crasrres, Epear Onesiuus, Bedford, Hatter Bedford 
Pet Decs Ord Dec 12 

Day, Josrrpn, Slip End, nr Luton, Straw Hat Manufac- 

D Ru — Bar bea : Se, ie De 

EAN, CHARD ARTLETT, von, 

Naval Pensioner Exeter Pet Dec 11 Ont Dee 11 

Fraykuix, Wiiuiam Veasey, Finsbury a Wine Merchant 

h Court Pet Nov 15 Ord Dec 

Freeman, Josera Henry, Renaten Lai 
Burton on Trent Pet Nov 22 Ord Dec 11 

@itu. Joszra WIi..iam, Shields, 
castle on Tyne Pet Nov 29 Ord Dec 

Grarncsr, Rosert, H inauiaaien. Painter Man- 
chester Pet Dec1l Ord Deo 11 

oes Tom, Leeds, Mechanic Leeds Pet Dec 11 Ord 


See, Toemes, Upper Edmonton, Tobacconist Ed- 
See cteeen nes, talinaten, Boebbialen 
REYNE UGUSTUS 
‘Court Pet Dec 5 Od Dee oe 
Hick, Wares Jonny, and oe Swirt, Leeds, Joiners 
Leeds Pet 


Dec 12 Ord Dec 1 
i Pimlico High Court Pet Gct 11 Ord 
Laneiry, CHARLES, Tram ne Driver 
Burnley Pet Deo 18 Dried Deo ns ee 
Luswetyy, Ress, Yatalyfera, ond Rollerman Neath 
Marrwews, D Pear de lis, Mon, Miner Tredegar 
ATTHEWS, AVID, ur 
Pet Dec 10 Ord Deo 10 
Morris, sovomoxn, New Broad st, Builders’ Contractor 
High Court Fame eet i qu 
bercynoa, Glam, Builder 
Pontypridd Pet Deo 0 
— Gosport, Portsmouth Pet Deo 12 Ord 
rt 
Paynren, Rey Tuomas Baviie, Vauxhall Bridge mi 
High Court Pet Jan 25 Ord Dec 10 
Sheffield Sheffield Pet Deo 11 


Own,” Guirrita James, 


Pitxineron, Cuartes Sam, 
Ond Deo 11 


Pivxuam, James, A wynfi, Glam, Collier Neath 
Deo io Ova'Dee Ie" ~ 


FLETCHER, 
Pet Dec6 Ord Dec 11 
Suxp.ock, James Joux, Walbrook, Engineer High Court 


Pet June8 Ord Dec6 
ome, Sele ee Birmingham Pet Dec 


6 
Srvusss, Joux, Leeds, Grocer Leeds Pet Dec 11 
Ord Dec 1 


TayYLoz, om Tansee, Worsbro’ Dale, Yorks, Coal 

Miner Barnsley Pet Dec10 Ord Dec 10 
Tuomas, Wiiuiam. Shrewsbury, Salo, 

bury Pet July 26 
er James, 

l 
Wart, Hucusy aan Caegraig, Clydach, Glam, Fitter 
Neath Pet Dec10 Ord Dec 10 


Amended notice substituted for that published in the 
London Gazette of Oct 16 
Howpey, Corxerivs, and Jouy ara Worcester 
Bui i Pet Oct 5 Ord Oct 12 


London Gazette.—Turspay, Dec 18. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


Axsort, Frep, Newcastle under Lyme, Piumber Hanley 
Pet Nov 22 Ord Dec 10 

ANTHONY, ._—y¥ Dyer, 8t a. | : 7 Iron- 
monger Pet Dec 15 Ord Dec 


Bornes, cg Ma we By Scuth ‘Tottenham, Coal Dealer 
Edmonton 


Dec 14 Ori Dec 14 
Broap, Amos, j Fagg? on ly Ag Macclestield 
Pek Deo 1 “Ord Deo 14 


Bucky, aan Stourport, "om Grocer Kidder- 
minster Pet Dec 12 Ord Dec 12 
CLARKE, ne Pax, - PERCIVAL, Leeds, Traveller Leeds Pet 


Santen nig oy Seas, Dee 7. Carnarvon, Builder 


Bangor Pet Vec3 
Dicx,(A. EB) &Co. Leadenhall st, Marine Insurance Agents 
-tligh Court Pet Nov2 Ord Dec 14 
FovarGur, ALFRED, —_— Provision 
Pet Nov 21 Ord Dec 
Gipsixs, FREDESICK | 
Pet Dec 


Grovgs, Re ny Fs 
Dec 18 
‘sLynn Pet Dec3 Ord Dec 15 

Leicester, Builder Burton 
HSiuiary, Wicranp Gesorce, Beisto!, 
Bristol Pet 

High Court Pet Nov 
Ord Dee 14 
—_ 7 —_ ALBs&T, raat, Joiner Manchester 
Kiog’s Lynn Pet Dec13 Ord Dee 
ay San, Soe Dorset Salisbury Pet Dec 13 
a a Preston Pet Dec 10 
Nivex, James, and Taomas Spwarp Patron . 
w 
Reip, James, Sydenham, Confectioner Greeawich Pet 
S 
Sansans, Monae Sens, Best, Cum Mentent Caelmsford 
Savane, 
bei 
Horse Dealer i 
Ord Deo 14 ecahig 


Hazsy, Jouy, Bidworth, Notts, Farmer Nottingham 
Pet Dec 15 Ord Dec 15 
Hargrizy, Joux Wi.iiam, Southery, Norfolk. Po tato 
Hewes, Tuomas, Coalville, » 
frent Pet Dec 15 Ord Dec 15 
Wholesale Pastrycook 
UVec 14 Dec 4 
Hontsr, Cages A, 
416 
Joxzs, Baxsamix, Ystalyfera, Glam, Labourer Neath 
Pet Deci4 Ord Dec 14 
Urd Dec 13 
Leceatrt, Wanuas, Norta Wootton, aoe Carpeater 
Masnowe, po llng <5 AG o Brighton Ord 
Nov 
M osern, Ashton under Lyne, Builder Ashton 
our J Pot Deo 14 oe bes 
Biackpool, Joiner 
N. \ _ Frsip, 
hatte Sanabery FO Dees or 
Tailors Newtown Pet Deci Oni Deo 13 
Pouncey, Cuaistorass, and Tomas Pounce 
Bradtord Pet Dec 13. Ord Dee 13 
Rossatsox, JANES sume. St Swithin’s la High 
Court Pet Nov 23 Ord Dec 18 
he i J ‘3 oe. Bi 
WIN, james 
a OR 
Scuoristp, Tuomas, Barnes, Traveller 
‘andswortn Pet Nov 2 ing 
Painter Ni 
Sac 
terer Bradford Pet 


Wi 

Sxerca.ey, Saxv x 
ham 

Srannga, pny 
ham Pet Deo 


——- — Sn Brixton High Court Pet 
20 
Ww. Reematp Groser, Ni Leather 
wee Northampton Pet us Sead Dee 18 
Li Glam, Dealer 
“pit eels Oe Bee a“ 
Weraven, Joun, Pill, Somerset, Miller Bristol Pet Deo 14 





Ura la 
wae, JosErn, Pethen, Dates Oe Manufac- 
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Amenial notion echt? ton Gat peblichalite 
the London Gazette of Dec 
Beensput, Spitaion, ed Croydon 


Gussin, Francis 
Pet Aug 25 Ord Oct 
raid for hat pobiahed 


notice 
in the London Gazette of Dec 7 


Curtis, Witt1am, Bromley, House Agent ‘Capen Pet 
Dec4 Ord Dec 4 


Amentied notice acbetionted ten Gat published in 

the London Gazette of Dee 14: 

Baapsurn, Antuur, Eccles, Lancs Salford Pet Dec 12 
Ord Dec 12 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


Burges, Txomas, Bridgend, Glam, Photographer Jan 4 at 
10 117, 8 Mary s, Condi 
18, Liverpool, Wholesale Clothier Dec 31 
at 12 Ok ten. 56 Videowen 
ron st Manchewter Jan 2 at 2.30 Off Rec, 


Barvets Hever, Newport, Mon, Picture Frame Manufac- 
Sauer, Bee Se a8 2 Of Res, Westgate chmbrs, New- 


port, 
Burrtox, Freperick Grasam, Gracechurch st Jan 1 at 11 
ruptcy bi Carey st 
Byane, Freperice Josrrn, Roath, Cardiff, Merchant Dec 
Slatll 117,8t Mary st, Cardiff 
Caupwa.L, Joux, Worksop, N: 
Wati2 Off 


—— Epoar Onssiuus, Bedford, Hatter Dec 28 at 12 
Northam: 


Off Rec, Bridge st. 
Day, Joszrn, Slip End, nr ag eng bad eel 
Dec 28 at 230 Off Reo, ‘elt Wana! go 
Duwx, ARCHIBALD JoszPx. Agent Dec 
28 at 2 30 society Gites aie 
GrarncEs, wT Hulme. ed ery painter Dec 81 
at 230 Off Rec, Byrom st, Manche ster 
Hanzpwick, Txomas, Upper Edmonton, Tobacconist Dec 
28 at1z2 Uff Rec, 95, Temple chmbra, Temple av 
Hittary, Witrrep oan Pree ee Pastrycook 
Aaron, Btn net ba Voneil Manu- 
facturer Jan 2at 11 45 Sab gy TS 
sy rs 


ovr, Cnanaas 2, ay Jan 2at 12 Bank- 


bldge. 
com: Persr, ‘Birmingha, Corn Factor Dec 28 at 11.30 
4, Corporation of Birmiogham 
dows, Danizit, Whitby, York E Dec 28 at 8 Off Rec, 
Lizwztry, Rezs, Y: Glam, Rollerman Dec 28 
at12 Off Rec, 31, Alexandra rd, Swansea 


Laorn, Jouyx Bare, Biemis 

McK1e, Joux Apvours, Peckham, Comedian Jan 1 at 11 
roy any tt 

Morzy, Esznezer Jouy. ms Witi1am Morey, and 

Far Maker 8 


- 3 UF len ai Brighton, Cabinet a Jan 
, ALGERNOW Moses, douth irom Merchant 


Dec 28 at 1230 Off 


Glam, Collier Dec 28 at 
Off Rec, 31, ra rd, Swansea 
, CHR and 


Tuomas Pouncey, Bradf 
Ironfounders Dec 81 at 11 Off Rec, FY wom pated 
oe 


Licensed Victualler Jan 7 at 
: Roveaps ee, an 
sea ong auras, Bristol, Bulder Jan 2 at 12.30 
Svrciirvz, Rosert, Bradford, Fruiterer Dec 31 at 11.30 
Off Rec, 31, Manor row, Bradford 
Wacsrarrz, J, ”; Butcher Jan 2 at 12 
cy bldgs, Carey st 
Weaves, Joux, Somerset, Miller Jan 2 at 12 Off 
Baldwin st,’ Bristol 7 -” 


Wraven, Water, Smethwick, Staff Coal Dealer 
Dec 28 at 12 174, Corporation st, 
Westox, James, Baker Dec 28 at 11 Off Rec, 
‘=, 88, Princes st, st, Ipswict. 
{ADJUDICATIONS. 


OS 


u 
Apams, Write Lens, | Pedal Manu- 
Birmingham Pet Dec7 Dec 18 








Ayrnony, Maurice Dyzr, St. Austell, Cornwall, Iron- 
Truro Pet Dec15 Ord Dec 15 


Bo: T i Des One Tottenham, Coal Dealer 
NNE HOMAS INBY, 
aenten Pas Deel Ore Ord Dec 14 


Broap, Amos, jun, Betchton, Chester, 
field Pet Dec 14 Ord Dec 14 

Worcester, Grocer Kidder- 

Dee 12 


Ouaen, Fane | oe nth Leeds Leeds Pet Decl3 Ord 


Dec 

Curtis, Wriu1amM, Bromley, House Agent Croydon {Pet 
Dec 4 Ord Dec 10 

Exuiotr, Witt Bienrit, Gt Portland st, Licensed 
Victualler hCourt Pet Novid Ord Dec 13 

Fizipine, James WoopHEAD, Tailor Leeds Pet 
Nov 21 Dee 

Gispins, Freperick Cxarizs, Leicester, Hairdresser 

e <q A Pet Dec 14 Ord Dec 14 De 

ROVES, DEBICK, Reading, Reading 

Dec 13 Ord Dec13 

Gussin, Francis NaTHanie., Sydenham, Grocer Croydon 
Pet Aug 25 Ord Dee 13 

iam SIDNEY, 


nae Henry ~f.. 


Trent 
Hittary, Witrrep Gsorat, Bristol, Wholesale Pastrycook 
Bristol Pet Dec 14 Ord Dec 18 


ae... GrorcE, igh, —— Ice Merchant High 
Court Pet Nov 14 Ord Dec 18 

Jonzs, Beysamin, Ystalyfera, Glam, Labourer Neath Pet 
Dec 14 Dec 14 
James Apert, Manchester, Joiner Manchester 

Pet Dec13 Ord Dec 13 

Lzccsett, Wiit1am, North Wootton, Norfolk, Carpenter 

Pet Nov 19 Ord 


King’s Lynn Pet Dec13 Ord Deo 18 
= en, B High Court 
c 
eer), Sex, Todber, Dorsets Salisbury Pet Dec 13 
Mo.yyevx, JosErPn, peas under Lyne, Builder Ashton 
under Lyne Pet Dec14 Ord Dec 14 
Mortix, ALBErt Hewny, Lower East Smithfield, Licensed 
Victualler High Court Pet Nov19 Ord Dec 13 
Pouncey, Caristoruer. and THomas Pouncey. Bradf 
Ironfounders Bradford Pet vec13 Ord Dec 18 
Ropisson, Hexzy seu, Swanage, Dorset, Butcher 
Poole Oxcd Dec 14 
Sanpers, Henry Joux, Ilford, Essex, Corn Merchant 
Chelmsford Pet Dec 


12 Ord Dec 12 
Saunpers, Winu1amM Heyey, Fouttoa, cum Seacombe, 
Cheshire, Baker Birkenhead Pet Dec6 Ord Dec 13 
Suir, Witiiam Sipyey, Eencla "a Manufacturer 


. pans Ont Ses _ at x 

TANNER, Hewsy well, Notts, Painter Nottingham 

Pet Dec 15 Ord Dee 15 

Sutcuirre, Roszrt, Bradford, Fruiterer Bradford Pet 
Dec 14 Ord Dec 14 

J Gum Dressmaker 
hey AME Dec 1 

To Cz td ond Deo 8 ‘aden Pet 
WHSEND. ARLES, c 
Dec 13° Ord Dec 13 ; 

Treacues, Hagzy Wiiu1am, Brixton High Court Pet 
Dec 16 Ord Dec 16 


Watxer, Becixatp Grorce 
Traveller Northampton Dec 15 

Watrens, Evan, Tylorstown, Glam, Yeast Dealer Ponty- 
pridd Pet Dec13 Ord Dec 18 


Aenenied aptine etetetes niet priliced in the 
B A Eccles, hoe Gomatasten Agent 
RADBUBH, BTHU 
Salford Pet Dec 12 Ord Dec 12 
ADJUDICATION ANNULLED AND RECEIVING 
ORDER RESCINDED. 


Swazse. Juiz, Ay Burlin 
High Court 


— Wiru1an 


Kemp, Anruur Groraz, Tottenham Court rd, Race Horse 
Owner h Court Ree Ord July 25 Adjud Aug 4 
Rese and Annul Dec 11 
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Subscription, PAYABLE IN ADVANCE, which in. 
cludes Indexes, Digests, Statutes, and Post. 
age, 528. WEEKLY REPORTER, 1 wrapper, 
26s. ; by Post, 28s. Soxtcrrors’ JOURNAL, 
26s.; by Post, 28s Volwmes bound at the 
office—cloth, 2s. 9d., half law calf, 5s. 6d. 








ST. THOMAS’S HOSPITAL, S.E.,, 
NEEDS HELP. 
J. @ WAINWRIGHT, Treasurer. 





LAY; —London Conveyancing Re-engage- 
Tiles ge ke elk talk tomavalen, veolaeatal 
with si 
branch Conveyan B yen last four peor wast edie 
references ; 
eae oe 762, Bomford-road, Manor Park, E. 


QOLTOrrOR sara 22; admitted) Desires 


= in Manchester or Syeckoa 
references. ~ Apply, “ Solicitors’ Journal” 
ce, 27, Chancery-lane, W. 


OTICE to Solicitors and Others.—Will 
Wanted.—Mr. William Frederick Bellamy, late of 
wy [anes Cone, 17, John-street, Hampstead, Accountant 
to St. Pancras , died on 25th November, 1900. He is 
believed to have e a Will of recent date which cannot 
be found. Mr Bellamy’s relatives will be glad of any 
information which may ead to its discovery.—Communica- 
tions to be add to Broomuzap. Wicurmay, & 
Moors, Solicitors, 14, George-street, Sheffield. 


HE Hon. Mrs. Ellen Nelson, Deceased.— 

Any person having a Will of this lady, the widow of 

the rd Charles Horatio Nelson, is requested to com- 

municate at once with Messrs. Younc, Jackson, Bearp, & 
Kina, 12, Easex-street, Strand, W.C., Solicitors. 














ADAME AUBERT Introduces Daily and 
Resident English = Ren gh = ovarnenest, Lady 


Pret one erates tet for Deitish Continent 


vomge oh Asia, Australasia; Schools “and Educa- 
Ae Ane Recommended.—141, Regent-street, W. 





| bye psy Suite of Offices, being the 
— (five oes ~~ ae bui! 


ample lavatory accommodation ; £150 per annum for three 
rs wih aoe at end of second year to lease for seven, 

twenty-one as 7 B. M. C., care of 
J. W. Vi , 5, Nicholas-lane, E. 





PeBEHOLD Ground-rents, well-secured, 


to be Bold to pay from 3} to 4 ‘per cont; various 
amounts.—A to Messrs. Davin Buanetr & Co., Sur 
veyors, 15, lane, E.C, 





OLICITORS, MORTGAGEES, and Others. 
—M. Dave 40, Ladbroke-grove, London, is always 
with Cash fo Purchase every description of Bro- 


oa OE Ay A, om 


ition in 
introductory f arranged in 
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